BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA FILED

04/29/22

Application of the Los Angeles County 04:59 PM
A2204020

Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA)
East San Femando Valley (ESFV) Light Rail
Transit Project for an order authorizing construction
of two light rail tracks at six (6) highway-rail
crossings at (1) Sylvan St, (2) Kittridge St, (3)
Valerio St, (4) Lanark St, (5) Chase St, (6) Application
Plummer St, in the City of Los Angeles, Los

Angeles County, Califonia.

APPLICATION
Submitted by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
for the East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) files this
application and respectfully requests authorization from the Public Utilities Commission of
California (CPUC or Commission) to construct two Light Rail Transit (LRT) tracks at six (6)
highway-rail crossings located at:

I. Sylvan St.
Kittridge St.

b2

Valerio St.
Lanark St.
Chase St

g e

Plummer St.
The subject crossings are in the City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County. In support of its
request, LACMTA asserts:
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I (Applicant Information)

The LACMTA was created by the legislature pursuant to Section 130050.2 of the PU
Code to be the successor agency to the Southem California Rapid Transit District and the Los
Angeles County Transportation Commission (LACTC). These two agencies ceased to exist as of
April 1, 1993, when they were merged into the LACMTA.

Pursuant to Section 132400, et seq. of the PU Code, LACMTA is proceeding with design
and construction contracts for completion of the East San Femmando Valley (ESFV) LRT Project
(Project) extending from Van Nuys Metro Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Orange Line station in the
City of Van Nuys, extending to the existing Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in the City
of San Femando.

The authority sought in this application is requested pursuant to Section 9.08 of the
Commission General Order 143-B and is made in accordance with Rule 3.9 and 3.11 of the

Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

I1 (Applicant Address)
Applicants’ exact legal name is Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority with its principal place of business at:
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

1T (Correspondence)

Correspondence regarding this application should be addressed to:

Ms. Monica Bom

Deputy Executive Officer

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

777 S. Figueroa St., 1 1th Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Email: BomM@metro.net

Phone 213-418-3097
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IV (Project Crossings)

The Project proposes to close several signalized intersections along Van Nuys Boulevard
to reduce the number crossings and increase safety. This application includes six (6) highway-
rail street-running crossings. The list of crossings for the ESFV Project is included in Exhibit D
and are subject to separate CPUC application approvals.

As part of the CPUC diagnostic crossing review, LACMTA has coordinated with CPUC
staff, the City of Los Angeles, and others to incorporate necessary crossing safety measures prior
to submitting the CPUC application. The LRT clearances for the crossings follow CPUC General
Order (GO) requirements including GO-95 and GO-143 among others. The LRT tracks will be in

the existing street-running environment.

V (Interested Parties)
LACMTA continues to coordinate with the City of Los Angeles for alterations and
crossing safety improvements. Through design process and virtual diagnostic evaluation
conducted on January 20, 2021, LACMTA has coordinated with the City of Los Angeles, which

is considered an interested party for document service purposes.

V1 (Project Description)

The ESFV LRT Project (Project) provides LRT service along the Van Nuys Boulevard
and San Fernando Road corridors serving the eastern San Femando Valley. The alignment will
include 11 at-grade stations and a maintenance service facility (MSF).

The street-running Project will extend north 6.7 miles from the Van Nuys Metro Orange
Line Station to the Van Nuys/San Fernando Station. The street-running Metro LRT trains will
operate in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard to San Femando Road.

A shared corridor segment of the Project is currently under further study, that will
continue onto the existing LACMTA right-of-way adjacent to San Fernando Road, which the
LRT will share the corridor with SCRRA Metrolink, for 2.5-miles to the Sylmar/San Fernando
Metrolink Station.

The current Project scope includes 11 LRT street-running stations constructed at

approximately 1-mile intervals located at (starting from south to north):

. Van Nuys/Orange Line Station

Page 3 of 44



b2

8.

0.

Victory Station

Vanowen Station

Sherman Way Station

Van Nuys/Metrolink Station

Roscoe Station

Nordhoft Station

Woodman Station

Arleta Station

10. Laurel Canyon Station

I1. Van Nuys/San Fernando Station

The Project is designed to allow for one-, two-, or three-car LRT trains in accordance

with variations in demand over time. Pedestrian-only at-grade crossings will provide access to

the at-grade LRT stations. Station access will be provided by street crosswalks and controlled by

traffic signals. Other typical LRT Project elements to support train operations include Overhead

Contact System (OCS), Traction Power Sub Stations (TPSS), and communications and signaling.

LACMTA requests authorization to construct six (6) at-grade highway-rail street-running

VII (Crossing Descriptions)

crossings in the City of Los Angeles. The proposed CPUC identification numbers and crossing

types are summarized in Table | below:

Table 1
No. Crossing City Crossing Type PUC Numbers
1 Sylvan Street Los Angeles At-Grade —Street Running 84F-0.35
2 Kittridge Street | Los Angeles |  At-Grade — Street Running 84F-0.77
3 Valerio Street Los Angeles | At-Grade — Street Running 84F-1.74
4 Lanark Street Los Angeles | At-Grade — Street Running s84F-2.64
5 Chase Street Los Angeles | At-Grade — Street Running 84F-3.12
6 Plummer Street | Los Angeles | At-Grade — Street Running s84F-4.37
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VI (Crossing Alterations)
1. Sylvan Street

The Sylvan Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-0.35) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Sylvan Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. Adjacent
intersections at Friar Street and Erwin Street are proposed to be closed such that motorists will be
permitted to only make right tums in and out of these streets and reduce the number of LRT
crossings. The Sylvan Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left
tums on Sylvan Street and northbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Due to existing roadway width and
traffic flow expectations, southbound Van Nuys Boulevard does not include a dedicated left turn
lane onto Sylvan Street, and left turns are not permitted. As a supplemental measure to mitigate
illegal left tums and subject to California Traffic Control Devices Committee (CTCDC)
approval, motorist “Left Tum Gates™ are proposed on northbound Van Nuys Boulevard tuming
left to Sylvan Street.

The “Left Tum Gates™ are similar to typical parking garage gate arms and designed to
deter motorists from making illegal left turns in front of oncoming trains. Due to street running
configuration and limited clearances, the Left Turn Gates do not include flashing lights or bells
since they are not railroad warning devices. When the Left Turn Gates are installed at selected
intersections/crossings, the operations are in conjunction with traffic signals, IIRPMs and LRTs.
The Left Turn Gates are interconnected with the traffic signal left tum phase and are considered
a supplement to the traffic signals and MUTCD approved warning signs. When the left turn
signal tums red, the Left Tum Gate will lower. Just prior to the left turn signal turning green, the
Left Turn Gate will raise to the vertical position. The barrier provided by the Left Turn Gate is
expected to decrease the frequency of motorists turning against the red left turn arrow and
colliding with oncoming trains.

Another supplemental measure subject to CTCDC approval includes intemally
illuminated raised pavement markers (IIRPMs) that are embedded in the pavement are proposed
across northbound and southbound Van Nuys Boulevard and Sylvan Street that activate in
conjunction with red left-tum traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to further warn
pedestrians and motorists of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such as illegal left

tums and running red lights across the tracks. The bidirectional IIRPMs will only be installed at
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the crosswalks that lead to/from the LRT station locations to warn pedestrians at the bottom of

station platform ramps of approaching trains.

Standard IIRPMs (unidirectional) are proposed for Sylvan Street crossing Van Nuys
Boulevard have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions:

1) Directed towards motorists and pedestrians crossing Van Nuys Boulevard and
the LRT tracks for Sylvan Street and the crosswalks. These IIRPMs will be
activated only upon LRT approach

2) Directed towards the motorists making left-tums from northbound Van Nuys
Boulevard. The IIRPM’s are located across Sylvan Street and crosswalks
angled approximately 45-degrees directed at motorists making potentially
illegal left-turns. These IIRPMs will be activated by the red left-tum traffic
signal activation (and LRT approach)
3) Located in-front of motorists making left-tums and stopped prior to the
crosswalks on northbound Van Nuys Boulevard. These IIRPMs will be
activated by the red left-tum traffic signal activation (and LRT approach)
The bidirectional IIRPMs are proposed to be embedded in the crosswalk which leads
to/from the station platform. Each of the bidirectional ITRPMs will have internal continuous red

LED lights, with lights aimed for two directions:
1) Directed at pedestrians exiting the Victory LRT station

2) Directed at pedestrians crossing each side of Van Nuys Boulevard towards the

Victory LRT station.

All bidirectional IIRPMs at the Victory LRT station will be activated upon LRT train
approach. Should the CTCDC or Federal Highway Administration reject the proposed IIRPM or
Left Turn Gates, the standard CA-MUTCD pavement markings will be applied.

The Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are proposed for each direction.
The Project is also exploring the use of red-light enforcement cameras for motorists to enforce
compliance with red left turn signals.

Pedestrian crosswalks are provided at all four quadrants and include Walk/ Don’t Walk

signals that is interconnected with the traffic signal systems. Pedestrian access is provided to the
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Victory LRT Station across Van Nuys Boulevard and includes Walk/ Don’t Walk signals at the
station platform. When the Walk signal is provided for pedestrians to cross Van Nuys Boulevard
and access/exit the station, a Stop signal is displayed for motorists traveling all directions on Van
Nuys Boulevard and LRT trains.

In addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout
signs adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS",
W82-1 signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. Pedestrians exiting the
LRT station will be channelized with railing on the ramp and raised pavement markers at the end
of the ramp to help prevent crossing outside of the crosswalk.

In coordination with the City of Los Angeles, truck tuming templates verified that
WB40/SU30 size vehicles can safely operate. Trucks larger than WB40 will have designated
routes or apply for special permits approved by the City of Los Angeles.

2. Kittridge Street

The Kittridge Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-0.77) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Kittridge Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. Adjacent
intersection at Haynes Street is proposed to be closed such that motorists will be permitted to
only make right turns in and out of these streets and reduce the number of LRT crossings. The
Kittridge Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left tums on
Kittridge Street and Van Nuys Boulevard. Additionally, subject to CTCDC approval, the
supplemental motorist’s “Left Turn Gates” are proposed for northbound and southbound Van
Nuys Boulevard left turn onto Kittridge Street consistent with Sylvan Street design.

Supplemental IIRPMs are also proposed across Van Nuys Boulevard and Kittridge Street
that activate in conjunction with red left-tum traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to
further wam pedestrians and motorists of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such
as illegal left tums and running red lights across the tracks. Standard IIRPMs (unidirectional) are
embedded in the pavement at Kittridge Street crossing Van Nuys Boulevard. The standard
IIRPMs have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions similar to Sylvan
Street crossing, with IIRPMs facing northbound and southbound Van Nuys Boulevard left tum

lanes.
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Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are included for each direction.
Pedestrian crosswalks are provided at all four quadrants and include Walk/ Don’t Walk signals
that is interconnected with the traffic signal systems.

In addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout
signs adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS",
W82-1 signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. In coordination with the
City of Los Angeles, truck turning templates verified that WB40/SU30 size vehicles can safely
operate. Trucks larger than WB40 will have designated routes or apply for special permits
approved by the city.

3. Valerio Street

The Valerio Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-1.74) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Valerio Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. Adjacent
intersection at Wyandotte Street is proposed to be closed such that motorists will be permitted to
only make right turns in and out of these streets and reduce the number of LRT crossings. The
Valerio Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left ums on Valerio
Street and southbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Due to existing roadway width and traffic flow
expectations, northbound Van Nuys Boulevard does not include a dedicated left tum lane onto
Valerio Street, and left tums are not permitted. Additionally, subject to CTCDC approval, the
supplemental motorist's “Left Turn Gates” are proposed for southbound Van Nuys Boulevard
left turn onto Valerio Street consistent with Sylvan Street design.

Supplemental IIRPMs are also proposed across Van Nuys Boulevard and Valerio Street
that activate in conjunction with red left-tum traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to
further wam pedestrians and motorists of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such
as illegal left tumns and running red lights across the tracks. [IRPMs (unidirectional) are
embedded in the pavement at Valerio Street crossing Van Nuys Boulevard. The standard IIRPMs
have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions similar to Sylvan Street
crossing, with IIRPMs facing southbound Van Nuys Boulevard left turn lanes.

Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are included for each direction. In
addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs
adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS”, W§2-1
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signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. In coordination with the City of
Los Angeles, truck turning templates verified that WB4(0/SU30 size vehicles can safely operate.
Trucks larger than WB40 will have designated routes or apply for special permits approved by
the city.

4. Lanark Street

The Lanark Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-2.64) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Lanark Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. Adjacent
intersection at Titus Street is proposed to be closed such that motorists will be permitted to only
make right tums in and out of these streets and reduce the number of LRT crossings. The Lanark
Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left turns on Lanark Street and
northbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Due to existing roadway width and traffic flow expectations,
southbound Van Nuys Boulevard does not include a dedicated left tum lane onto Lanark Street,
and left turns are not permitted. Additionally, subject to CTCDC approval, the supplemental
motorist’s “Left Turn Gates” are proposed for northbound Van Nuys Boulevard left turn onto
Lanark Street consistent with Sylvan Street design.

Supplemental IIRPMs are proposed across Van Nuys Boulevard and Lanark Street that
activate in conjunction with red lefi-tumn traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to
further wam pedestrians and motorists of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such
as illegal left turns and running red lights across the tracks. [IRPMs (unidirectional) are
embedded in the pavement at Lanark Street crossing Van Nuys Boulevard. The standard ITRPMs
have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions similar to Sylvan Street
crossing, with IIRPMs facing southbound Van Nuys Boulevard left turn lanes.

Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are included for each direction. In
addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs
adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS”, W§2-1
signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. In coordination with the City of
Los Angeles, truck turning templates verified that WB4(0/SU30 size vehicles can safely operate.
Trucks larger than WB40 will have designated routes or apply for special permits approved by
the city.
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5. Chase Street

The Chase Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F-3.12) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Chase Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. The Chase Street
crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left turns on Chase Street and
southbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Due to existing roadway width and traffic flow expectations,
northbound Van Nuys Boulevard does not include a dedicated left tum lane onto Chase Street,
and left turns are not permitted. Additionally, subject to CTCDC approval, the supplemental
motorist’s “Left Turn Gates” are proposed for southbound Van Nuys Boulevard left turn onto
Chase Street consistent with Sylvan Street design.

Supplemental IIRPMs are proposed across Van Nuys Boulevard and Chase Street that
activate in conjunction with red lefi-tumn traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to
further wam pedestrians and motorists of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such
as illegal left turns and running red lights across the tracks. [IRPMs (unidirectional) are
embedded in the pavement at Chase Street crossing Van Nuys Boulevard. The standard IIRPMs
have internal continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions similar to Sylvan Street
crossing, with IIRPMs facing southbound Van Nuys Boulevard left turn lanes.

Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are included for each direction. In
addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs
adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS”, W§2-1
signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. In coordination with the City of
Los Angeles, truck turning templates verified that WB40 size vehicles can safely operate. Trucks
larger than WB40 will have designated routes or apply for special permits approved by the city.

6. Plummer Street

The Plummer Street Highway-Rail Crossing (84F4.37) is a street-running LRT crossing
proposed at Plummer Street and Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles. Adjacent
intersection at Gledhill Street is proposed to be closed such that motorists will be permitted to
only make right turns in and out of these streets and reduce the number of LRT crossings. The
Plummer Street crossing is controlled by traffic signals, including protected left ums on
Plummer Street and northbound Van Nuys Boulevard. Due to existing roadway width and traffic

flow expectations, southbound Van Nuys Boulevard does not include a dedicated left turn lane
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onto Plummer Street, and left ums are not permitted. Additionally, subject to CTCDC approval,
the supplemental motorist’s “Left Tum Gates” are proposed for northbound Van Nuys Boulevard
left turn onto Plummer Street consistent with Sylvan Street design.

Supplemental IIRPMs are proposed across Van Nuys Boulevard and Plummer Street that
activate in conjunction with red lefi-tumn traffic signal activation and approaching LRTs to
further wam pedestrians and of trains approaching and mitigate unsafe behaviors such as illegal
left turns and running red lights across the tracks. IRPMs (unidirectional) are embedded in the
pavement at Plummer Street crossing Van Nuys Boulevard. The standard IIRPMs have internal
continuous red LED lights proposed for three directions similar to Sylvan Street crossing, with
IIRPMs facing northbound Van Nuys Boulevard left tumn lanes.

Train Approach LED Blankout signs for motorists are included for each direction. In
addition to traffic signal control, the pedestrian crossing includes Train LED Blankout signs
adjacent to the Walk/Don’t Walk signs for pedestrians, passive “LOOK BOTH WAYS”, W§2-1
signs, and tactile strips in compliance with ADA requirements. Trucks larger than WB40 will

have designated routes or apply for special permits approved by the city.

The Design-Build Contractor
LACMTA will award a design-build contract to advance the design, construct the

crossings and support coordination with crossing stakeholders and CPUC as necessary. The
design-build contractor will develop designs for drainage, final grading, and other elements in
compliance with established criteria, AREMA and other standards. The design-build contractor
will advance designs following required standards and provide a compliance submission of
100% design level drawings to the stakeholders no later than 60 days prior to commencing
crossing construction. The design-build contractor will resolve comments as necessary. The

compliance submission will serve to ensure safety is not compromised, such that:

+ The traffic signals, signs and other equipment locations maybe adjusted, but cannot result
in equipment removal or restrict visibility of signals and signs, without agreement of

sufficient safety measures.

+ Drainage, utilities, street grade, track profiles, alignment, and other preliminary designs
provided in this application must be finalized to determine final locations for crossing

and traffic equipment, and if additional safety measures are necessary.
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+  Width of traffic lanes, crossing, crosswalks, sidewalks, medians, and similar features
maybe adjusted, but cannot compromise the minimum width required by design criteria,

CA-MUTCD, ADA or other requirements without prior approval.

+ Agdditional safety enhancements such as additional traffic signals heads, signage, striping,

etc. maybe considered.

« Final traffic signals designs, specifications, phasing, timing, preemption, etc. must be

provided for both 100% design and the as-built configuration.

+ Pavement markings and striping to be complaint with CA-MUTCD, city and design

criteria requirements, and documented analysis and approval if criteria cannot be met.

The design-build contractor will recommend backup prevention queue loops locations,
accounting for traffic flow, loop detection delay and traffic signal cycle time, in efforts to
prevent motorists from queuing on the crosswalks as applicable. The queue-loop locations and
queue cutter transition time will be included in the compliance submission of 100% design level
drawings for stakeholder reviews. For locations with IIRPM, design-build contractor will
provide design details showing visibility application for motorists and pedestrians as applicable,
particularly for bi-directional IIRPM. The design-build contractor will coordinate with

LACMTA and the City for IIRPMs selection and location.

No significant changes to the CPUC approved crossing designs can be made without
securing CPUC staff approval. In the event the design-build contractor does not comply with the
above-mentioned bullets and significantly changes the crossing safety design approved by the
CPUC, the design-build contractor must attain formal CPUC modification approval or

reconstruct the crossing to meet CPUC approval.

Five-Year Request for Completion

LACMTA requests a five-year period to complete construction of the crossings, as the

Project includes several crossings, stations, and other work to be completed as part of the scope.

IX (Public Benefit)
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As required by the CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedures 3.7c, the public will benefit
from the delivery of supplementary public transportation by providing LRT service in the cities
of Los Angeles and San Femando, resulting in lower greenhouse gas effects, and reducing traffic
congestion in these areas. The proposed crossings improvements, in connection with the LRT

service, will increase safety and provide transportation benefits to system users.

X (Grade Separation Practicability)

Grade separation is not practicable for the proposed six (6) highway-rail crossings
because the street-running LRT alignment and stations are in the center of the existing Van Nuys
Boulevard. Grade separation is not feasible due to clearance restrictions from existing adjacent
businesses, sidewalks, motorist traffic lanes, and ADA requirements. The property is not
available to provide grade separated tunnels or bridges at these locations. Additionally, the
design and geometry of the LRT stations does not allow for clearances of ramps, stairs or other
grade separated access without further significantly removing existing motorist traffic. The

Project will close several crossings to support safety on Van Nuys Boulevard.

XI (Authorization)

This application requests authorization to construct at six (6) highway-rail crossings. In
general, the application request includes addition of two (2) LRT tracks, stations, and grade
crossings within the existing street-running segment; therefore, authority sought in this
application is requested pursuant to PU Code 99152 and is made in accordance with Rule 3.7

through 3.11 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

XII (Environmental Clearance)

In accordance with CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedure 3.9(a), the project’s Final
Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) was certified in
2020. The FEIS/FEIR signature page and Notice of Availability is included as Exhibit F.

A copy of the full FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR, including addenda are also provided in
the attached one (1) Archival Grade DVD and six (6) additional copies in the CD-ROMs

attached as Exhibit F. Alterations of the subject crossings requested herein are within the scope
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of the FEIS/FEIR cited above. If there are changes to the FEIS/FEIR, the revised requirements

will be incorporated by an addendum.

Additionally, the Project has been environmentally cleared in accordance with National

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requirements. The Record of Decision (ROD) is included in
Exhibit G.

The FEIS/FEIR and LACMTA Board approval reports specifies that the Project’s

benefits outweigh and override its unavoidable significant impacts as listed below:

L.

The Project successfully meets all of the project objectives, which reflect LACMTA s
mission to meet public transportation and mobility needs for transit infrastructure while
also being a responsible steward of the environment and considerate of affected agencies

and community members when planning a fiscally sound project.

The Project provides more reliable operations and connections between key transit hubs

and routes throughout the immediate and exterior study area.

Implementation of the Project would enhance transit accessibility/connectivity to a
multitude of local and regional destinations, and the greater Los Angeles County regional
transit network by connecting to the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in the north
and the Metro Orange Line Station in the south. New links between the Project and other
transit lines would improve transit travel time for residents throughout the County and
increase transit service efficiency by improving public transportation travel speeds and

passenger throughput.

The implementation of the Project would provide additional transit options in a largely
transit- dependent area, which may indirectly contribute to the upwards social mobility of
residents in the region. Because of the centralized trip pattems, transit accessibility and
connectivity are integral to project study area resident travel needs (35 percent are transit-

dependent).

The Project is expected to decrease daily Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) under the future
year 2040 with project conditions, by 78,131 miles compared to the No-Build Altemative
by promoting modal shift to transit from private vehicles within the eastern San Fernando

Valley, which will reduce energy consumption and lower emissions of some air
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pollutants, including greenhouse gas emissions and other pollutants that currently
contribute to our regional air quality problems, resulting in beneficial air quality and

climate change effects.

6. The Project would address the increasing travel demand in the region.

XIII ( Environmental and Social Justice Action Plan (ES]))

This Application and Project are consistent with the Action Plan and the CPUC’s vision
to advance equity in its programs and policies for Environmental Justice and Social Justice (ESJ)
Communities. The Project’s environmental review process included an extensive public outreach
program and prepared a FEIS/FEIR in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) that analyzed the potential ESJ impacts of the Project.

Section 4.1 7-Environmental Justice of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the assessment of the
Project’s impacts on minority and low-income population using the CEQ Environmental Justice
Guidance, USDOT Order 5610.2(a) and FTA Circular 4703.1. The study determined that ESFV
LRT operations would not result in disproportionately high and adverse effects on minority and
low-income populations. This Project supports the nine (9) ESJ goals of the CPUC:

(yoal 1: Consistently integrate equity and access considerations throughout CPUC
regulatory activities.
e Section 4.17.2.1 and Appendix DD of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the public involvement
process including Community and Meetings with Environmental Justice Communities.
(yoal 2: Increase investment in clean energy resources to benefit ESJ communities,
especially to improve local air quality and public health
e Sections ES:1 and 4.17.2.1 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the mobility and environmental
benefits including support of the South Coast AQMD Goveming Board Environmental
Justice Initiative.
(yoal 3: Strive to improve access to high-quality water, communications, and
transportation services for ESJ communities
e Section 4.17.3.2 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the benefits of providing LRT
transportation to an ESJ community.

(yoal 4: Increase climate resiliency in ESJ communities
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e Section 4.7.2. of the FEIS/FEIR summarize the LRT emissions benefits, including a
reduction of 13 Million Metric Tons of COZ2.
(zoal 5: Enhance outreach and public participation opportunities for ESJ communities to
meaningfully participate in the CPUC’s decision-making process and benefit from CPUC
programs
e Section 4.17.2.1 and Appendix DD of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the public involvement
process including community meetings with Environmental Justice Communities.
(zoal 6: Enhance enforcement to ensure safety and consumer protection for all, especially
for ESJ communities
e Section 4.14 of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes approach to maximize the benefits of transit
service and improve access to public transit by making it convenient, safe, and attractive
for users.
Goal 7: Promote economic and workforce development opportunities in ESJ communities
e Section 4.3 of the FEIS/FEIR references detailed guidelines to assess economic and fiscal
impacts, including Section 15131(b) of the State CEQA Guidelines.
(yoal 8: Improve training and staff development related to environmental and justice issues
within the CPUC’s jurisdiction
e Applicant defers to CPUC staff in relation to this intemal CPUC goal.
(Gyoal 9: Monitor the CPUC’s environmental and social justice efforts to evaluate how they
are achieving their objectives.

e Applicant defers to CPUC staff in relation to this internal CPUC goal.

X1 (Exhibits)
The Following Exhibits are transmitted as required by the CPUC Rules of Practice and
Procedures 3.7:
Exhibit Al: Vicinity map showing the crossings in relation to the existing roads;
Exhibit A2: Aernial intersection map for the crossings;
Exhibit B1: Sylvan St
Exhibit B2: Kittridge St
Exhibit B3: Valerio St
Exhibit B4: Lanark St
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Exhibit B5: Chase St

Exhibit B6: Plummer St

Exhibit C: Meeting Minutes from 1/20/2021 Crossing Diagnostics (agreement of interested
parties)

Exhibit D: ESFV Project List of Crossings

Exhibit E: LACMTA/ City of LA Master Cooperative Agreement

Exhibit F: The Final Environmental Impact Statement/ Final Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR)
legal description letter, FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR copied to one (1) Archival Grade DVD
and FEIS/FEIR AND DEIS/DEIR copied to six (6) CD-ROMs

Exhibit G: National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Record of Decision (ROD)

Exhibit H: The Scoping Memo Information for the Application.

X1V (Temporary Traffic Controls)

The Design-Build contractor will be responsible for meeting the terms and conditions of
the prescriptive specifications of the contract that will require submittal of a Traffic Maintenance
Plan design that maintains traffic movements, private entrance access, safety mitigations and
minimizes congestion. The Traffic Maintenance Plan shall comply with all applicable rules
including CPUC General Orders and temporary traffic controls as described in the CA-MUTCD,

as amended.
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XV (Order)
WHEREFORE, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
respectfully requests that the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) issue an order

authorizing:

. LACMTA to construct six (6) highway-rail crossings adding two Light Rail Transit (LRT)

tracks and station access.

b2

The crossings shall have the configurations described and specified in this application

and its attachments. The crossings shall be identified by the following CPUC Crossing

Numbers:
No. Crossin PUC Number
1 Sylvan Street 84F-0.35
2 Kittridge Street 84F-0.77
3 Valerio Street 84F-1.74
4 Lanark Street 84F-2.64
5 Chase Street 84F-3.12
b Plummer Street 84F-4.37

3. The order authorizes the crossings upon terms and conditions, and divisions of costs and

expenses as set forth above.
4. The order provides five years from date of such order within which to complete the work.

5. The order provides such further relief as the Commission deems proper.

td
td

Dated this ________day of April , 2022 at Los Angeles, California by:
Monica samairse

n;—l.ﬂ Matrg, ousPogram

Managemant,

Bﬂrn emadi=boamim Eimetrn rat

Dl 202208 21 31:5720 -£700

Monica Born

LACMTA Deputy Executive Officer
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VERIFICATION

I, Monica Born, am an employee of applicant, Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority, and authorized to make this verification on its behalf. The statements in

the foregoing document are true to my own knowledge, or believed, by myself, to be true.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

April

. 22 o
Dated this day of , 2022 at Los Angeles, Califomia by:

M H Dlﬂl'l;lhl ww Monisa B
i Ionica B =S,
onica o ueneten -
L

M 3
BO m amadbomen Bmetro. net
Dimte: 2022 04 31 21 5733 0700

Ms. Monica Bom

Deputy Executive Officer

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
777 S. Figueroa St., 1 1" Floor

Los Angeles, CA 90017

Email: BomM{@metro.net
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Monica Bom, certify on behalf of Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority, that this application with attachments is served to the interested parties on the below

service list by e-mail as specified by Rule 1.9 of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and

Procedure.
I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct.

Datedthis __ day of April 2022 at Los Angeles, California by:
Monica sz

Managemet.
Born  gemereme

Ms. Monica Bom

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
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Mathew Bond

California Public Utilities Commission
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

mathew.bond(@ CPUC.CA.COV

Jose Pereyra

California Public Utilities Commission
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

IGSC.[!CI‘C! I'a ti';cg UC. Ca. J0V

Antranig GG. Garabetian

California Public Utilities Commission
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

antranig.garabetia N CPUC.CA.COV

Shanna Foley

California Public Utilities Commission
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Shanna.Folev(@cpuc.ca.gov

Roger Clugston

California Public Utilities Commission
320 W. Fourth Street, Suite 500

Los Angeles, CA 90013

roger.clugston(@epuc.ca.eov

Curtis Tran

City of Los Angeles — BOE
1149 S. Broadway, Suite 700
Mail Stop 494-01

Los Angeles, CA 90015

curtis.tran(@lacity.org

Ricardo Rivera

City of Los Angeles

100 South Main Street, 10th Floor
Mail Stop 725-31

Los Angeles, CA 90012
ricardo.rivera(@lacity.org

Monica Born
LACMTA, ESFV
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012
BornM(@metro.net

Dain Pankratz
Gannett Fleming Team, ESFV
Email Only

dp ankratz(@bo ydcatongroup. cotmn

Matt Freeman
Gannett Fleming Team, ESFV
Email Only

mireeman(@mpf-tnr.com
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Exhibit Al:
ESFV Project Vicinity Map
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Lo _ EXISTING RED CURB MARKINGS TO BE REMOVED.
= PROPOSED RED CURB MARKINGS.
R/C
5. = PARKING METER TO BE REMOVED
6. = BOLLWRD TO BE REMOVED
(V)]
R30B(CA) JOIN
R A (]
P/L ¢ P/L P/L P /L e i“ ‘2( 3
~ P P/L > P/L
N\ \ ) N\ V wio—1 O\ Vel 3
E 3 b c | W48(CA) "2" _““-\i § L
- = {
= % 7 e 7 <% o _—Dbl. 4" YELOW & :
a ., ) s a < = <E < 7 <9
O | Dbl 4" YELLOW|—| ~ | s ¢ <® o = od e &~
o I <E o0 = L it ° o — €
'If . ‘Ei Qlx o 00 T c Dbl. 4" YELLOW —. n: o% u!J o ) o COMMERCIAL £ g
! g = | 60’ s © 5 Ly | o ¢ E ™ . =5
| LS R30B(CA) F Nt e c® o L]U ©~ 83 . 80 R25C(CA) S
GE R32(CA) - AP § % COMMERCIAL s € o pep e g3 "o ) 15| 25| | §25 |15” R30B(CA) Ui,
N ~ Q Za S8 12]08] 18 17]  raosca) P COMMERCIAL S& R30B(CA) S 29 [1of 20 [ / R32(CA) b
o O ) i . : - T
ZZ | o ™ | R30B(CA) ¢ L OCATE CUSTOM(METRG 2 2| |24 | )/ R32ACA) S& R26(CA)— &5 rR32ca) T Lk B o o G DETAL NE
REMOVE COMMERCIAL /TR32CA) &3 | RELC (USTON=S u)( ) Za R1—1 o RELOCATE 1 R3-1 cusmu% = ".;gn/ SEE SHEET T-513 & :
R32(CA) R1-1 ~J = Ra—i(wsmu 30)_\\ Zzo 3 _—R3-1 0)  CUSTOM(METRO) \ (ON SIGNAL POLE) { © . R3—1(CUSTOM)
P/ , P — RELOCATE CUSTOM (DASH) CUSTOM \\ REMOVE BUS ZONE , < n SPECIAL
N f CR=20' CR=20 e OVE BUS ZONE /—REMWE R32(CA) REMOVE SNS , /nsuuuz R z?ca REMOVE \ DETAIL "A" ) T | REMOVE (LADOT)
8 = 35T /| _ — R26(CA) /_ R32(CA) = ’ ﬁm;] — = R32(CA) ™\ — = ’I‘ o RBQC(CA)7 | g
= . | . . 299 R/C > el oot wle 90’ R/C © o
u & ] =i [ o] | ]
— i éjf ' = i = |
Im T TYP.) g A 7 ___’Iﬁ_“n
S on == — /o G/C T
= OE——————— — ! X 1 W T i O
{ g ) i 1‘\:'_/"' : LEEEr T F: ==='§\========== ===3 ¢ |_
: D _-_ ' I - : I E m" "_:__ A _...—_=|é { g
SN — ——————————————— 2 - 80 TAPER © 301 o] & |F . e WHITE[G ] e — 30" TAPER @[3001] =
I M ! o \1_ = = = 1
< ~ ; o SEE TRACKWORK "PLANS . ! —o == A n L ! = 7
HJ-'r_ = oW T — = - T 301_LTP =) — | — O ) |
ITE &= 4™ - TTRACK T _ /. : e - - T T — ’ 3 " YELL(
w - wH Q R TRACK A"MG 2{LT) i f ' 1 ' -— { :: _____ E-‘ _H'"TE ! I : 4 YELLUW %
= 656' R/C AN S , -
' 86" R/C -
Existing Bus che ; =
R3—1(CUSTOM— su} )/CR=25’ REMOVE | RZE(CA)—/ REMOVE _/ \ [ REMOMVE REMOVE BUS ZONE ! : 9 R15—6
b CRe 30 R32(CA)(30) R32(CA)(30) , _ R32(CA)(30) R3—1(CUSTOM—30) —/ | | A S oL R15—6a '
CUSTOM(METRO) x REMOVE REMOVE 30 30 REMOVE | % O : Ll I
GOVERNMENT BUILDING ™ R32(CA)(30) RELOCATE CUSTOM(METRO) ! > |a— (MOUNTED ON OCS)
CUSTOM SN Ri—1 R32(CA)(30) 60/ R3—1(CUSTOM—30) —/ R32(CA)(30) 100’ e 1% Voo hbl 1200 L 1 | - DETAIL "A"
) (Uﬁﬂj)/ﬁ o || 20 IS REZ{CA){.}D) - REMOVE RELOCATE CUSTOM(DASH)— © 0 Ao = CHASE BANK
| a| R32ACAE)— 1] ol s |12 R32(CA)30) < DETAL "A" 75|~ o5} | | 25 |15 R3—1(CUSTOM—30)
| — : SPECIAL ; . - .
! : 60’ .f '.% (COUNCILMEMBER) g 80’ =] (ON SIGNAL POLE)
& > O GOVERNMENT BUILDING GOVERNMENT BUILDING Sy R26L(CA) —~ | A
E | o T
2| oo 4 vELLOW S ‘ 5 ZE| R25C(CA)— -.n =3
£ o © {gm E :
2 4t T " o A
- E GOVERNMENT BUILDING Lt N N#i
E | & E R32(CA) - =5 RO9C(CA)
- i= >[: | © 3
N ?Ej ¢ | Dbl 4" YELLOW — ~— R32(CA)(30)
o f _/ L / o ] H‘\ _
= / O '\ 0 S ~ W4B(CA) "2"
P/L P/ = P/L P/L . P/L N - \p N X
[®] (=]
s8]
o JOIN E
T >
[t L
N o
= L
o EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR =
RESTORATION STRIPING PLAN IPE
(B T
REVIEWED 20 RECOMMEMNDED 20 ACCEPTED 20
Transportotion Engineer Senfor Transportation Engineer Principal Transportation Engineer
Ll
INSTALLATION DATES CITY OF LOS ANGELES E z
ARKOUT BEGAN: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 3
SELETA J. REYNOLDS, GENERAL MANAGER ]
MARKOUT COMPLETED: H
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SIGNAL STANDARD SCHEDULE
FOUND. |PED. PUSH BUT'N
No. TYPE TYPE TYPE | PRASE REMARKS/RELATED NOTES
Q) (1) 352 CAB |[F—332* - — | ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET
»x+|(X) (2)[19—4—100| CIDH | APS(6) | 6 |30’ MAST ARM 2\
ikl 0Q) (3)| CD955 BSL APS(8) 8
Q (4)|olF M ORI~ — - — |LEFT TURN GATE ARM AND CONTROLLER
wirkd ) (5)] CD955T BSL APS(8) 8 |17—-3—100***, 20° MAST ARM
wx |(X) (6) 1 F—1 APS(2) 2 )
x| (7)[19—4—100] CIDH | APS(2) | 2 [25' MAST ARM/2\
v () (8)| CD955 BSL | APS(4) | 4
=) (9 1 F—1_|2-APS(4) 4
% [() 40 C—2—-100 | CIDH — — | 30" MAST ARM, VIDEO CAMERA
»exx| 0 19 7 F=7 APS(4) 4
* [0X) 12 1 F-1 APS(6) 6
() 43]332 cAB [F-332*| - — | BATTERY BACKUP FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL
R - - - -
* Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.3
** Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—51.1.3A
*»x Per |ADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.6
xxxx Per |ADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—51.7
¥ FOR REFERENMCE OMLY, SE TREET LIGHTING SHEET.
NOTES:

1. SEMI-ACTUATED OPERATION WITH ATSAC CAMERA

(ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET)

@1 — VAN NUYS BLVD. NBLT
@2 — VAN NUYS BLVD. SB & W/S PED XING
@3 — SYLVAN ST. EBLT (LEAD)
@4 — SYLVAN ST. WB & N/S PED XING
@6 — WAN NUYS BLVD NB & E/S PED XING
@7 — SYLVAN ST. WBLT (LAG)
@8 — SYLVAN ST. EB & S/S PED XING
LRA — LRT SB
LRE — LRT NB

ATSAC SYSTEM

DIRECT WIRE (CABLE) INTERCONNECT

o PROPOSED GATE ARM WITH LED STRIF

SEE DETAILL 'B’
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NEW 3", 1—-25 PR (I/C),
1—12 PR (LRT), 1-V.F.(245M), TO VICTORY BLVD.

SEE TRAFFIC SIGNAL REMOVAL PLAN
(SHEET TSR—A—004) FOR DETAILS

——NEW 3", 24 S.M. F.O. TO VICTORY BLVD.

UNITS
ALL
1

ESTIMATED SALVAGE MAT

REMOVED LED HEADS
ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER WI

TRAIN

PER LADOT STANDARD
PLAN No. S—58.23

DETAIL "A"
Not To Scadle

GATE CONTROLLER: _‘_-_-’_ﬁ
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BARRIER ARM AND

OTHER OBJECTS

LED STRIP

o
ry
ONE CONDUIT TD—7J CONDUIT FOR

TRAFFIC CONTROLLER INDUCTION LOOP
CABINET/SERVICE WIRES CONNECTION

GATE ARM INSTALLATION
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NOTES (CONT'D):
REMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUNDATION.

INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN WEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A COMFLETE FUNCTIONING
CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND CABINET CONFORMING TO THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND 352
CABINET, AND SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT TO PROVIDE A COMPLETE AND FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER
SYSTEM. CONTRACTOR TO DELIVER ASSEMBLED CONTROLLER FOR TESTING TO THE DEFPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GENERAL
SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR TO PICK UP
AND INSTALL CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY ON NEW F—332 FOUNDATION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM (BBS) IN NEW 332 CABINET PER LADOT SPECIFICATION
92—-066—03. BBS SHALL BE COMPATIELE WITH AND MEET ALL SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM,
FROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUOUS FOWER TO OFERATE THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL; PROVIDE NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT
OUTPUTS FOR "LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY".

REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STANDARD, FOUNDATION AND ABANDON EXISTING CONDUITS.
[6] FURNISH AND INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—58.23.

INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—73.2.

ABANDON LOOPS.

@ INSTALL COHU MODEL 3965-5100—FPEDD CCTV WITH ER3960 SHAFT. PROVIDE 5 YEAR COHU CCTV WARRANTY. INSTALL COHU
CAZ297E CAMERA CABLE FROM CAMERA TO CONTROLLER CABINET. INSTALL COHU7411444—001 3" EXTENSION BRACKET WITH THE
NEW CAMERA. CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE ALL NECESSARY CABLE AND CONNECTORS TO ENSURE A PROPERLY FUNCTIONING
CCTV (VIDEO) SYSTEM. CONTACT COMMUNICATION ENGINEER AT (213) 978—0150 FOR ACCEPTANCE OF VIDEO MATERIALS AND
EQUIPMENT SPECIFICATIONS PRIOR TO PURCHASE.

INSTALL ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT IN 352 CABINET TO INSURE PROPERLY FUNCTIONING CCTV (VIDEQ) SYSTEM.
CONTACT COMMUNICATION ENGINEER AT (213) 978—0150 FOR ACCEPTANCE OF VIDEO MATERIALS AND EQUIPMENT
SPECIFICATIONS PRIOR TO PURCHASE.

SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) FOR LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1.A & S—70.1.0 CASE Il. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROWVAL
FROM LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT
INSFECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL PREFORMED LRET TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOOF PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. 5-70.4A.

CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEN (10) MODEL GT—200-LRT LIGHT RAIL LOOP SENSORS. CONTACT RAUL DE ANDA AT (213)
473—-8467 FOR CURRENT SPECIFICATIONS.

CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL.

INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES FOR INSTALLATION OF
GATE DETAILS (ARM MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM MAST AND GATE
CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH LADOT.

INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTROLLER.

FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (IIRFM) AS SHOWN. SEE DETAILS G, H AND I. SEE A
'IRPM OPERATIONS’ FOR SEQUENCE DETAILS. PROVIDE AN OUTPUT CONNECTED TO EACH IIRPM FUNCTION OF THE LT PHASES
AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONNECTED TO THE LRT PHASES.

20, ALL NEW WEHICLE AND PEDESTRIAM TRAFFIC SIGNALS SHALL BE LED MODULE, PER LADOT SPECIFICATION 92-—-088-06
(LATEST EDITION).

21. ALL PEDESTRIAN INDICATIONS SHALL BE LED COUNT-DOWN HEADS.

22. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING AND RESOLVING SUBSTRUCTURE CONFLICT WITH
FROPOSED FOUNDATION DURING THE DESIGN PHASE AND INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT.

23. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN THE REMOVAL, MARKOUT AND
INSTALLATION OF ALL SIGNS, STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER LADOT GEOMETRIC PLAN NO. S—A-003.

24, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND PREPARE ALL
THE NECESSARY PLANS DURING THE DESING PHASE, TO INSTALL NEW ATSAC INTERCONNECT (I/C), VIDEO FIBER

(V.F.), AND FIBER OPTIC (F.0.) TRUNKLINE COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY SIGNAL
EQUIPMENT TO ACCOMPLISH A NEW COMPLETE ATSAC COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.

25. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING THE REQUIRED LRT DETECTOR LOOPS AND LRT
PREDICTION PLAN(S), TO INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND

THE INSTALLATION OF PREDICTOR CONTROLLER(S) FOR A COMPLETE LRT SYSTEM.

26. SEE SHEET FO—-A—-QO03 FOR ADDITIONAL WORK RELATED TO ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.
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Tractor Width
Tradlar Width
Tractor Track
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30 METERS (Approx.)
100 FEET

18
60

20

ORIGINAL MAPS SCALE
= 40'

200 FEET

60 METERS (Approx.)

oo

NOTES (CONTD):

REMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUMNDATION.

(o] ]

INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN NEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A COMPLETE FUNCTIONING
CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND CABINET CONFORMING TO THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND
352 CABINET, AND SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT TO PROVIDE A COMPLETE AND FUNCTIONING
CONTROLLER SYSTEM. CONTRACTOR TO DELIVER ASSEMBLED CONTROLLER FOR TESTING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION GENERAL SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO
INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR TO PICK UP AND INSTALL CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY ON NEW F—332 FOUNDATION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM (BBS) IN NEW 332 CABINET PER LADOT
SPECIFICATIONS 92—-066—03. BBS SHALL BE COMPATIBLE WITH AND MEET ALL SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE
TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM; PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUOUS POWER TO OPERATE THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL;

PROVIDE NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT OUTPUTS FOR "LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY".

[»]

REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STANDARD, FOUNDATION AND ABANDON EXISTING CONDUITS.
FURNISH AND INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—58.23.

INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—73.2,
ABANDOMN LOOPS.

SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES.

] [e] [=] [¥ [2] [9]

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. 5—70.1.A & S—70.1.D CASE Il. CONTRACTOR SHALL
OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTRO PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL
FROM LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

—
—_—

INSTALL PREFORMED LRT TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOOF FER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. 5—70.4A.

CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEN (10) MODEL GT—200-LRT LIGHT RAIL LOOP SENSORS. CONTACT RAUL DE
ANDA AT (213) 473—-8467 FOR CURRENT SPECIFICATIONS.

] [S]

CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL.

INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES FOR
INSTALLATION OF GATE DETAILS (ARM MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE EQUIPMENT
(GATE ARM MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL BE
COORDINATED WITH LADOT.

o] 5]

INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTROLLER.

3 (5]

FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (lIRPM) AS SHOWN. SEE
DETAILS F, G AND H. SEE 'IRPM OPERATIONS' FOR SEQUENCE DETAILS. PROVIDE AN OUTPUT CONNECTED TO
EACH IIRPM FUNCTION OF THE LT PHASES AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONMNECTED TO THE LRT PHASES.

18. NOTIFY LADOT MAJOR CONSTRUCTION COORDINATION DIVISION AT (213) 972—5968 PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION.
19. ALL PEDESTRIAN INDICATIONS SHALL BE LED COUNT—DOWN HEADS.

20, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR [DENTIFYING AND RESOLVING SUBSTRUCTURE CONFLICT WITH PROPOSED
FOUNDATION DURING THE DESIGN PHASE AND INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT.

21. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN THE REMOVAL, MARKOUT AND INSTALLATION
OF ALL SIGNS, STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER LADOT GEOMETRIC PLAN NO. S—A-006.

22, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR [DENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND PREFARE ALL THE
NECESSARY PLANS DURING THE DESING PHASE, TO INSTALL NEW ATSAC INTERCONNECT (I1/C), VIDEO FIBER (V.F.), AND FIBER
OPTIC (F.0.) TRUNKLINE COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY SIGNAL EQUIPMENT TO ACCOMPLISH A NEW
COMPLETE ATSAC COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.

25, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING THE REQUIRED LRT DETECTOR LOOPS AND LRT PREDICTION
PLAN(S), TO INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND THE INSTALLATION OF
PREDICTOR CONTROLLER(S) FOR A COMPLETE LRT SYSTEM.

24, SEE SHEET FO—-A—-0QO03 FOR ADDITIONAL WORK RELATED TO ATSAC INTERCONMECT AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.

All Lunar White
12" 12” 12!!
TRAIM STOP  PREPME 0
LRT T.S. HEAD
PER LADOT STANDARD EEE{EiTETgKéEgUﬁE?’
PLAN No. S—58.23 YELLOW LEGEND (HIGH MOUNTED @ 20’
DETAIL "A" DETAL “E° IF INSTALLED ON POLE)
Not To Scale Not To Scadle DETALL "C”
Not To Scale
SIGN LEGEND

g PROPOSED GATE ARM
WITH LED STRIF

W82—1(CA)

GUIDEWAY CURB\ GATE LOOP
ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE I /_\/

CONDUC

TOR

SIZE CABLE / WIRE

5 CONDUCTOR CABLE
5 X #14 7|3 5| |3

9 CONDUCTOR CABLE
8 X #14 & 1 X #12 (COM)

13 CONDUCTOR CABLE
12 X #14 & 1 X #12 (COM)|

28 CONDUCTOR CABLE 2|5
27 X #14 & 1 X #10 (COM)

— - =

5 CONDUCTOR CABLE (APS)
5 X 414 2(2]2| |2| |2

6 |SERVICE

14 |[PED PUSHBUTTON 2|2 2 2

12 |BUS DLC (1—PAR)

18 |DLC (2 PAR) 111

18 |DLC (3 PAIR) 1

12 |[LRT DLC (1 PAR)

22 [I/C PREDICTOR (12 PAR)

22 |INTERCONNECT (25 PAIR)

V.F. (1—165M)

CCTV CAMERA

CDNDU'T SlZE 3!! 2!! 3!! 3!! 3!! 2!! 2!!

UNI—DIRECTIONAL IIRPM — =
(SOLID RED) g—~a @ -0

FIN PN £

o

—== CROSSWALK
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LEFT-TURN LANE [IRPM LAYOUT

Not To Scale A
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CONE OF VISION

e

FLOW OF TO PULLBOX
TRAFFIC
fp nle 1y sl 1y sl i‘,*\.li 1ol by sls 1y sl

2.2,

3. IR

3.1,

3.2.

-
-

UNI-DIRECTIONAL - CROSSWALK
IRPM LIGHTS
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[~ RETAIL "G"
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GATE CONTROLLER: —J| [ ]
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Dain Pankratz
ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE
16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES

Dain Pankratz
GATE CONTROLLER:
MAINTAIN AT LEAST
18-IN BETWEEN THE
BARRIER ARM AND
OTHER OBJECTS

Dain Pankratz
A CONTINUOUS RED LED STRIP ACTIVATED WHEN NOT VERTICAL
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3.00
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Traclor Track
Trailer Track
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VALERIO ST

-03:00PM BY rvalderama

C:\pwworking\gfpw01 \valderama'\d0980 545\E0126-T-A-01 2.dwg - LAST PLOTTED ON Wed 01/20/21
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1. —__ == = EXISTING STRIPING & MARKINGS TO REMAIN. W48(CA) "2"
~ " 7<3-777 = EXISTING STRIPING & MARKINGS TO BE REMOVED.
= = PROPOSED STRIPING & MARKINGS.
2. d = EXISTING SIGN AND POST.
4 = EXISTING SIGN AND POST TO BE REMOVED OR RELOCATED.
d = PROPOSED SIGN AND POST.
3. @ = SIGNALIZED INTERSECTION.
4 LS _ EXISTING RED CURB MARKINGS TO REMAIN.
Lo _ EXISTING RED CURB MARKINGS TO BE REMOVED.
_ RC. _ PROPOSED RED CURB MARKINGS.
JOIN 5. = PARKING METER TO BE REMOVED
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30 METERS (Approx.)
100 FEET
60 METERS (Approx.)

200 FEET

1" = 20

ORIGINAL MAPS SCALE
1" = 40

SIGNAL STANDARD SCHEDULE
FOUND. |PED. PUSH BUTN ESTIMATED SALVAGE MATERIAL TO BE RETURNED
No. TYPE TYPE TYPE |PHASE REMARKS/RELATED NOTES MATCH BREAK LINE A, SEE LOWER LEFT UNITS MATERIAL
) (1)] 352 caB | F—332+ — —  |ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET W = ALL |REMOVED LED HEADS
*xx| () (2)[19—4—100| CIDH | APS(8) 8 | 30° MAST ARM > 1 | ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER WITH 332 CAB.
() (3) 1 F—1 APS(2) 2 | i
»+(() (4)[19-4-100] CIDH | APS(2) 2 | 25' MAST ARM 2| | |
x4 (X) (5)| CDI53C BSL | APS(4) | 4 S
() (6) |oNE M COMROUR |  — — — | LEFT TURN GATE ARM AND CONTROLLER| S
#xx|(X) (7)]17-3—100| CIDH | APS(4) 4 | 20' MAST ARM LEGEND:
wxk <) (8) 1 F—1 APS(6) 6
*xx| () (9)[19—-4—100| CIDH | APS(6) 6 | 25 MAST ARM —— PROPOSED
»ex4 () 10| CDY53C BSL APS(8) 8
) (1] 332 CAB | F-332* — — BATTERY BACKUP IN 332 CABINET
* Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.3
»* Per |ADOT STD. DWG. No. S—51.1.3A ' SQLEERESMEES pow
*x* Per |ADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.6 , e 5 GATE RISES {i} SEC
*#kk FOR REFERENCE ONLY, SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET 39 e " TURN PHASE'1S ACT
© v GATE UP WHEN VAN
NOTES: S l OR YELLOW.
_ -1 -1 » 4. GATE DESCENDS (X)
1. SEMI—ACTUATED OPERATION o NEW 37, CEET TURN. GRS RE
(ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET) NEW 3", 1-25 PR (1/C),—— =1 | . 1—F.0 (48SM)
32 — VAN NUYS BLVD. S/B & W/S PED XING  1—12 PR (LRT), 1-V.F.(24SM) S| | TO SATICOY ST. INTER—TRACK FENCE
3 — VALERIO ST. EB LT (LEAD) TO SATICOY ST. !
@4 — VALERIO ST. W/B & N/S PED. XING.
@5 — VAN NUYS BLVD. SB LT - m
®6 — VAN NUYS BLVD. N/B & E/S PED. XING. o0cs POLE
@7 — VALERIO ST. WB LT (LAG) , j SEE DETAL "
@8 — VALERIO ST. E/B & S/S PED. XING.
RA — LRT B / / MATCH BREAK LINE A SEE UPPER RIGHT 9]
LRB — LRT NB SNS
ATSAC SYSTEM | , , 82-1
DIRECT WIRE (CABLE) INTERCONNECT > : | [[2p MA | 7| APS(04)
CR=4D' I S [
SEE DETAIL "B" R3_1a ?.‘,! n R=25"
APS(82)[7 SEE DETAIL "B"
7| X, e
' ! -—:'lnSEE DETAIL S 9 (96) /\
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NOTES (CONTD):

REMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUNDATION.

INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN NEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A COMPLETE
FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND CABINET CONFORMING TO THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS
FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND 352 CABINET, AND SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT

TO FROVIDE A COMPLETE AND FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER SYSTEM. CONTRACTOR TO DELIVER ASSEMELED
CONTROLLER FOR TESTING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GENERAL SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL

CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR TO PICK UP
AND INSTALL CONTROLLER ASSEMELY ON NEW F—332 FOUNDATION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM (BBS) IN NEW 332 CABINET. BBS
SHALL BE COMPATIBELE WITH AND MEET ALL SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM;
FROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUCUS POWER TO OFERATE THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL;, PROVIDE
NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT OUTPUTS FOR "LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY".

REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STANDARD, FOUNDATION AND ABANDON EXISTING
CONDUITS.

FURNISH AMD INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. 5-58.23.
INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S-73.2.
ABANDON LOODPS.

SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1.A & S—70.1.0 CASE Il. CONTRACTOR
SHALL OBTAIN APFROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL
FROM LADOT INSFECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL PREFORMED LRT TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOOF PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. 5—70.4A.

CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEN (10) MODEL GT—200—-LRT LIGHT RAIL LOOP SENSORS. CONTACT
RAUL DE ANDA AT (213) 473—8467 FOR CURRENT SPECIFICATIONS.

CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL.

INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES
FOR INSTALLATION OF GATE DETAILS (ARM MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE

EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK
SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH LADOT.

INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTROLLER.

FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (IIRPM} AS SHOWN. SEE

DETAILS G, H AND I. SEE 'lIRPM OPERATIONS" FOR SEQUENCE DETAILS. PROVIDE AN OQUTPUT CONNECTED A

TO EACH IIRPM FUNCTION OF THE LT PHASES AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONNECTED TO THE LRT
PHASES.

All Lunar White

12" 12" 12"
TRAIN STOP e
PEDESTRIAN LED SIGN LRT T.S. HEAD
ELECTRIC TRAIN BLACK BACKGROUND/
WARNING SIGN YELLOW LEGEND (HIGH MOUNTED @ 20’
wam o IF INSTALLED ON POLE)
Not To Scale Not To Scale AL "C”
Not To Scale

ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE
16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES

GATE CONTROLLER:
MAINTAIN AT LEAST

GUIDEWAY CURB \

/_\/GATE LOOP

'
0
i

|

UNI-DIRECTIONAL IIRPM
(SOLID RED)

SIZE

CABLE / WIRE

— - =

5 CONDUCTOR CABLE
5 X #14

9 CONDUCTOR CABLE

8 X #14 & 1 X #12 (COM)

13 CONDUCTOR CABLE

12 X #14 & 1 X #12 (COM)

28 CONDUCTOR CABLE

27 X #14 & 1 X #10 (COM)

5 X #14

5 CONDUCTOR CABLE (APS)

SERVICE

14

PED PUSHBUTTON

12

BUS DLC (1—PAIR)

18

DLC (2 PAR)

18

DLC (3 PAR)

12

LRT DLC (1 PAR)

22

|,/C PREDICTOR (12 PAR)

22

INTERCONNECT (25 PAIR)

V.F. (1-165M)

CCTV CAMERA

CONDUIT SIZE

LR A )

el ——

GUIDEWAY CURE\

—= CROSSWALK

2|

18. gg;lg}%bg?ﬂ%‘h MAJOR CONSTRUCTION COORDINATION DIVISION AT (213) 972—5968 PRIOR TO START OF 18-IN BETWEEN THE TN RED LED q \\
| BARRIER ARM AND STRIP ACTIVATED WHEN \ DT UNE
20. ALL NEW VEHICLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC SIGNALS SHALL BE LED MODULE, PER LADOT SPECIFICATION LEFT—TURN LANE (IREM LAYOUT
92— 08806 (LATEST EDITION). OTHER OBJECTS m NOT VERTICAL > u 0
LOOFS PER LADOT All g
21. ALL PEDESTRIAN INDICATIONS SHALL BE LED COUNT—DOWN HEADS. e ~ STDS. NEF?EELS—CGJB 2\
ONE CONDUIT TO CONDUIT FOR
22, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPOMNSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING AND RESOLVING SUBSTRUCTURE TRAFFIC CONTROLLER INDUCTION LOOP
CONFLICT WITH PROPOSED FOUNDATION DURING THE DESIGN PHASE AND INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC CABINET/SERVICE WIRES CONNECTION
SIGNAL EQUIPMENT. GATE ARM INSTALLATION
23. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN THE REMOVAL, GATE LOOP LAYOUT
MARKOUT AND INSTALLATION OF ALL SIGNS, STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER LADOT GEOMETRIC DETAIL "D" (SOLID RED)
PLAN NO. S—A-013. Not To Scale DETALL "E" CONE OF VISION
24. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND Not To Scale FLOW OF TO PULLBOX
PREFARE ALL THE NECESSARY FLANS DURING THE DESIGN PHASE, TO INSTALL NEW ATCAS TRAFFIC
INTERCONNECT (1,/C), VIDEQ FIBER (V.F.), AND FIBER OPTIC (F.0.) TRUNKLINE COMMUNICATION CABLES, PRV PR T PR T PR 7 F R P TR PR
2 2 2 A A A A
AND INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY SIGNAL EQUIPMENT TO ACCOMPLISH A NEW COMPLETE ATSAC o
COMMUNICATION SYSTEM. 4,\ F’L@
25. TRAFFIC SIGNAL CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING THE REQUIRED LRT DETECTOR UNI—DIRECTIONAL e CROSSWALK ==
LOOPS AND LRT PREDICTOR PLAN(S), TO INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND IREM LIGHTS
COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND THE INSTALLATION OF PREDICTOR CONTROLLER(S) FOR A COMPLETE LRT
SYSTEM. W
2
26. SEE SHEET FO—A—004 FOR ADDITIONAL WORK RELATED TO ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION Not To Scale
SYSTEM
R
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Dain Pankratz
ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE
16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES

Dain Pankratz
GATE CONTROLLER:
MAINTAIN AT LEAST
18-IN BETWEEN THE
BARRIER ARM AND
OTHER OBJECTS

Dain Pankratz
A CONTINUOUS RED LED STRIP ACTIVATED WHEN NOT VERTICAL
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MATCH BREAK LINE A, SEE LOWER RIGHT N
SIGNAL STANDARD SCHEDULTE | u.h‘“. | 1 E
FOUND. |PED. PUSH BUT'N I | | ESTIMATED SALVAGE MATERIAL TO BE RETURNED TO LADOT
No. | TYPE | TSpe S TEIASE REMARKS,/RELATED NOTES g |,: *\l:\'GEE POLE UNITS MATERIAL
) (1| 352 CAB [F—332* - — | ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET | ALL |REMOVED LED HEADS
X (2)[17-3—100] F-2 | APS(2) [ 2 15’ MAST ARM , ! TR '| 1 |ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER WITH 332 CAB. .
****@ @ 40° DAVIT BSL APS(4) 4 1y < : n
++(X) (4)[19-4-100| CIDH | APS(4) | 4 30' MAST ARM ol W19 e
« [ (5) 1 F-1 | APS(6) | 6 = “"‘h\, 2
(X) (6)[17-3-100 | F—2 | APS(6) | 6 | 15’ MAST ARM ” N > =
wred () (7)[40° DAVIT | BSL | APS(3) | 3 : ) | ol 2|8
++(X) (8)[17-3-100| CIDH | APS(3) | 3 20’ MAST ARM | - 100" _ — el |®| e
« [0 (9) 1 F—1 APS(2) 2 i \ 37 13— S & = < 2| @
(<) G0[ 332 cAB [F-332* - — | BATTERY BACKUP FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL i - | N R | 21512136 2
) (D|omE M oNRUER - - —  |LEFT TURN GATE ARM AND CONTROLLER _'Fi ' | | Clolo|k|S|E
X X - 100 1 | |
>0 X | NEW 3", 2—25 PR (1/C),— |
& & | 1-12 PR (LRT), 1-V.F.(245M) |
* Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.3 o TO ROSCOE BLVD. §:| - 0CS POLE L \
** Par [ADOT STD. DWG. No. 5—51.1.3A o NEW 3" —T] ﬁﬂ =
[ i &
#+% Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.6 I| o éagé%E@;&}é) | | %
#+#% FOR REFERENCE ONLY, SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET. ! ' l %
o ' %\
3 | | o
NOTES: | ® \
1. ACTUATED OPERATION (ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET SEE DETAIL °C
‘ ) AN\ /55 MATCH BREAK LINE A, SEE UPPER LEFT —
®1 — VAN NUYS BLVD. NBLT ! b=
82 — VAN NUYS BLVD. S/B & W/S PED XING | \ AlelEls
®3 — LANARK ST. EB, EB LT & S/S PED XING 11 5 ! 9 e £ 2
84 — LANARK ST. WB, WB LT & N/S PED XING CR=35' | jve2-1 olg|ok|g|uw
6 — VAN NUYS BLVD. NB & E/S PED XING 2 7 T8 e|E|z|2
|7 m | APS(04) Olalun|all|d
LRA — LRT SB APS(4) 7 =i ] _
LRB — LRT NB ~ [7]aps(e2)\ SF I @ CR=25
SEE DETAIL 'B | - Bl -
ATSAC SYSTEM [/ @2P : - Eeb g ) SEE DETAIL ‘B
DIRECT WIRE (CABLE) INTERCONNECT M 2 | e APS(#E) L
L P 86 || i 2\ <
. I = =’ i o ¥ ' 2 i JAEAN f a
5 1 e ) 3 0EN sl ©® o
: el : f AQNS S S 5
2 < N L : | .. ! -}h 10 o
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- ___ K ! ANE P (1 S — —— o _
© r - ><=‘=' L"-_E/A L T © =
- ! -- r _:ja : = 8 = T
@ - LANARK S L L - 18] DETAL 1% A6 = © ST. @ -
I o o o ") o
| Y | N ¢ i | san o | . SNS -
L [ IDETAL A" 1l & el B 2is 352G A 8 -
? SEE_DETAIL 'F' pe 1 i —
1 : LE s .y 44
SEE DETAIL 'B 317 * 9 AL P/\[5] [7]APS(96) O
P 7 \“SEE DETAL 'B' v
Ll
[
APS(83)| 7 CR=25"
w82—1] we2-1 | L7]APS(e3) -
O
ﬁ 6 1 LEFT—TURN GATE ARM OPERATION: —
1. GATE REMAINS DOWN WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN v
PHASE IS RED. >
2. GATE RISES (X) SECONDS BEFORE VAN NUYS LEFT
TURN PHASE IS ACTIVE. -
. GATE UP WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN IS GREEN o
~—E%. DWP OR YELLOW.
! SERVICE VAULT 4. GATE DESCENDS (X) SECONDS AFTER VAN NUYS S
| LEFT TURN GOES RED. =z
1 2 3 4
? ’ e
)
I ! —_— Y
)
v - 4 |
|
S 6 b’ 8 ! EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
! TRAFFIC SIGNAL RESTORATION PLAN
. £l
= "l'll "‘c';-. 10 REVIEWED RECOMMENDED 20 ACCEFTED 20
v NS
i | h: | | | Transportation Engineer Senior Transportation Engineer Principal Transpeortation Engineer
i I I
I | S : \ AS BUILT CITY OF LOS ANGELES
2 L — DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
| | \ e o nseTanen SELETA J. REYNOLDS, General Manager
[, ———Ji - - — lr SIDEWALK FENCE LADOT Inspactor: —
NEW 3", 2—25 PR (1/C),}—— \LlL\ ! At Condition As Of: o
PROPOSED PHASE DIAGRAM 1-12 PR (LRT), 1-V.F.(245M) =L LADOT Engineer: LANARK ST. & VAN NUYS BLVD.
TO ARMINTA ST. . —
N Ew 3 " é\ S] ! District East VU”E}' SHEET 1 OF 2
1—F.0 (245M) S\ Hle] Thomos Guide 532 A2
TO AEMINTA ST. |I | | E; : X References File Marne Intersection Mo. Froject Mo.
o o Seale: 1" = 20 ;;ﬁ“gf;;;ﬁﬁ: . 30740-2021.0WG 30740 PCM14007
. North/South: VAN NUYS BLVD. Field Investigation NOTICE: IF PLAN HAS NOT BEEN IMPLEMENTED WITHIN TWO (2) YEARS OF THE ACCEPTANCE DATE,
100 = IT MUST BE RESUBMITTED TO LADOT METRO PROGRAMS DIVISIOM FOR REVIEW.
THE PREPARATION OF THIS d CONTRACTNO
DRAWING HAS BEEN FINANCED IN M. G:TIERREZ FOR LOS ANGELES COUNTY EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY E-0129
o D CUTIERREZ Metro METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY TRANSIT CORRIDOR SRR 5
TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL TRANSIT EIIE.II BY REVIEW e ro - TR‘B'DUQ
FEDERAL TRANSIT ACT OF 1984, AS 2\ | 1211521 CPUC APPLICATION #4 N. KIM ONLY PLANS E?‘i“ B PROJECT PRIME TRAFFIC SIGNAL RESTORATION PLAN SCALE
AMENDED, AND IN PART BY THE [ [ 1
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NOTES(CONTD): CONDUCTOR SCHEDULE =
[
SIZE CABLE / WIRE RUN
REMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUNDATION, No WAVAVAVAVAVLVAV.
5 CONDUCTOR CABLE sl sl sl |9] Is 3 sl 1] Isl |s 5
INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN NEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A COMPLETE FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND 5 X #14
CABINET CONFORMING TO THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND 352 CABINET, AND SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY y .
AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT TO PROVIDE A COMPLETE AND FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER SYSTEM. CONTRACTOR TO DELIVER ASSEMBLED CONTROLLER FOR g EDN1D4U‘3TD1R KCAE_‘lL?E com p 111 p p &
TESTING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GENERAL SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO U 14 & #12 (COM)
INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR TO PICK UP AND INSTALL CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY ON NEW F—332 FOUNDATION. . [13 conpucTor caBLE R R R
12 X #14 & 1 X #12 (COM) =
[4] CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM (BBS) IN NEW 332 CABINET PER LADOT SPECIFICATIONS 92—066-03 (LATEST EDITION). T |28 CONDUCTOR CABLE nE=
BBS SHALL BE COMPATIBLE WITH AND MEET ALL SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM: PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUOUS | [27 x #14 & 1 x #10 ccow)| 2] 2] |?| |?|R 2 2| |2] |2|R R|2 ol ||
POWER TO OPERATE THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL; PROVIDE NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT OUTPUTS FOR "LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY". =lEl ¥ ©
5 CONDUCTOR CABLE (APS)|, [, || [5]5]5] [¢ 5|5 Slalsl 1ol 1e c ol2ll|slel s
(5]
REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STANDARD, FOUNDATION AND ABANDON EXISTING CONDUITS. 5 X #14 HEIEEE:
6 |SERVICE 22| T2] T2] [2] [3]6] |5 SEEEEEE
[6] FURNISH AND INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—58.23. : 14 |PED PUSHBUTTON 2 2 2 2 2
All Lunar White
INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—73.2. 18 |DLC (2 PAIR) 3 3 4 4 7 71111 1 4 8 8
8] 18 [DLC (3 PAIR) TE 1
ABANDON LOOPS.
8] 6 @ (D 12 |LRT DLC (1 PAIR) a4 4| |4 44| |8 8 = \
IE' SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES. TRAIN STOP  PREPARE GO 22 [I/C PREDICTOR (12 PAIR) [ ::\
i q
PEDESTRIAN LED SIGN LRT T.S. HEAD 22 |INTERCONNECT (25 PAIR) %
INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) FOR LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1.A & S—70.1.D CASE Il. CONTRACTOR SHALL PER LADOT STANDARD BLACK BACKGROUND/ n> V.F. (1—165M) 2
A PECTOR PR PS. , N
OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTO IOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS L AN No. So.58 93 YELLOW LEGEND (HIGH MOUNTED ® 20 CCTV CAMERA jEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE NN %.,\
o
INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM _— DETALL "B" IF INSTALLED ON POLE) CONDUIT_SIZE 212/3121272|3123]212]3]3/2|3]3]35|3|3[35]3|3]2]2 3|33 % \
A A A . DETAL "C
LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS Not To Seule Not To Scale -
INSTALL PREFORMED LRT TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOOP PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.4A. Not To Scale )
=
E;g;ﬁﬁ.{;ﬁ;g EEQU?UERRTEET(;%)Egg?:i%gggzmim LIGHT RAIL LOOP SENSORS. CONTACT RAUL DE ANDA AT N DIRECTIONAL IRPM /A IIRPM_OPERATIONS: o é % <
| (SOLD RED) Sa—a & °° | T IRPM LIGHTS FACING LANARK STREET EASTBOUND AND 51815 |awu
’ ’ LY : ; Ll
CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL. ARLLEL 1.1.  LIGHTS SHALL BE SOLID RED WHEN LRT PHASE IS ACTIVE. 5|a|6|8|E &
x 1.2, LIGHTS SHALL TURN OFF WHEN LRT PHASE IS INACTIVE.
FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (IIRPM) AS SHOWN. INTERNALLY <
ILLUMINATED PAVEMENT MARKERS SHALL BE SOLID RED OUTPUT WHEN LEFT TURN PHASE (PHASE 1) IS RED. o 2-2 I”RPTIGLEFETgHZi‘ElNB% “g%’LS‘UR\E%,”DRTHBDU”D LEFT—TURN LANE
D . " -
INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES FOR S mgj'l tE?TPLUfS’} T;Tr:Eﬂ\EFE”) IS RED OR >
INSTALLATION OF GATE DETAILS (ARM MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM \ 2.2, LIGHTS SHALL TURN OFF WHEN LEFT TURN PHASE (1) IS 3
MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH LADOT. R3—18 w82—1(CA) GUIDEWAY GURB\ f GREEN OR YELLOW AND LRT PHASE IS INACTIVE .
INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTROLLER. &5
=
L
FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (IIRPM) AS SHOWN. SEE DETAILS G, H LEGEND: :
AND |. SEE 'IIRPM OPERATIONS' FOR SEQUENCE DETAILS. PROVIDE AN OUTPUT CONNECTED TO EACH IIRPM FUNCTION i
OF THE LT PHASES AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONNECTED TO THE LRT PHASES. —— PROPOSED GATE ARM WITH LED STRIP Q
=
19. NOTIFY LADOT MAJOR CONSTRUCTION CORRDINATION DIVISION AT (213) 972—5968 PRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION. o
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16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES \ls o
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23. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN THE REMOVAL, MARKOUT AND INSTALLATION OF ALL 18-IN BETWEEN THE CONTINUOUS RED LED NE—EI%}S—B%B A -
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24. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND PREPARE ALL THE NECESSARY i WHEN NOT VERTICAL L
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- TRAFFIC . SR W ———— N
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§ r TRAFFIC SIGNAL RESTORATION PLAN
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' e ot nstaaten: SELETA J. REYNOLDS, General Manager
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Dain Pankratz
GATE CONTROLLER:
MAINTAIN AT LEAST
18-IN BETWEEN THE
BARRIER ARM AND
OTHER OBJECTS

Dain Pankratz
ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE
16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES

Dain Pankratz
CONTINUOUS RED LED STRIP ACTIVATED WHEN NOT VERTICAL
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SIGNAL STANDARD SCHEDULE E
FOUND. |PED. PUSH BUT'N < =
REMAR R M
No. TYFE VPE TVPE |PHASE E KS,/RELATED NOTES o
) (1) 352 CAB |F—332* - - ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET
+{(X) (2)[26—4—100 CIDH | APS(6) | 6 |40’ MAST ARM
+xd () (3)| CDI53C BSL APS(8) 8 1 3 4 x
»x# (X)) (4)[19—4—100| CIDH | APS(B) | 8 |30 MAST ARM f @
w{(X) (6)[19—4—100| CIDH | APS(2) | 2 |30’ MAST ARM ' _) =
e () (7)| CD953C BSL | APS(4) | 4  J =
+{X) (B)17—3-100 | CIDH | APS(4) | 4 |20° MAST ARM | || E
wol X) (9)| CD953C | BSL | APS(6) | 6 5 Al B oS8, lal e
0 Q0 |oME M ONRUER| — - — |LEFT TURN GATE ARM AND CONTROLLER| ¢ zZ|E12|2 z %]
) G9)|332 cAB |F-332* | - — | BATTERY BACK UP FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL ! ( Z 2|42 &
) & : *
@(:} @{l —— PROPOSED CGATE ARM WITH LED STRIP \ m———— -
* Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.3 EX. DWP SERVICE VAULT
** Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. S—52.1.3A \
¥*#* Per LADOT STD. DWG. MNo. S-52.1.6 =
*¥#*¥% FOR REFEREMCE OMLY, SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET. qﬁl P \
(12
lﬁ o
NOTES: o A
1. FULLY-ACTUATED OPERATION (ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET) CR=25' ‘C}\
_ CR=30' PROPOSED PHASE DIAGRAM > &
o2 VAN NUYS BLVD. S/B & W/S PED XING FRALT Ak S LI
3 — CHASE ST. EBLT / / APS(94) 7| 7 IAPS(04) - " \
@4 — CHASE ST. W/B & N/S PED XING SEE DETAL '8’ SEE DETAIL 'B
5 — VAN NUYS BLVD. SBLT |7 |APS(26) | =
86 — VAN NUYS BLVD. N/B & E/S PED XING APS(82)[7] (B : \ -l = f E
87 — CHASE ST. WBLT L WOLE Al | fea /25 ™ alx|k|o
@8 — CHASE ST. E/B & S/S PED XING * e ———T1 3 Syt 7 ) “f?;_ - - SEE DETAIL FeE j "l_ v z % E
LRA — LRT SB © J I;DETNL A 2 % =|3 0
LRB — LRT NB T SEE DETAIL AEIEEHE
o
ATSAC SYSTEM ) :| 2
DIRECT WIRE (CABLE) INTERCONNECT o f<
— —— — —e— L
""""""" 2 - 2
;E? P —— B J ...................................................... = o ©
—_—1 e ——— E — e e — e - e ——— ml
; ST. Q
e o CHASE - - &
[t My .
\ 0
=
~
. - =
- N (-
o }
1 o _
* 0
SEE DETAIL 'B'~ = AN§ LA o ;
SEE DETAIL 'C’ N
CR=25" o
[
APS(28) A APS(#8) o
Tf . wa2-1 ESTIMATED SALVAGE MATERIAL TO BE RETURNED TO LADOT E
) | \ - UNITS MATERIAL
T_EEESF:% 5_;]2-:? £R12|fg;ﬂ UF SEE DETAIL 'C' ALL |REMOVED LED HEADS =
TO PARTHENIA /VESPER :‘. 1 1 ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER WITH 332 CAB. ?
NEW 3°C, '.
24 SM F.0. '-. 7
TO PARTHENIA /VESPER 1 . LEFT—TURN GATE ARM OPERATION: >
'-, 1 1. GATE REMAINS DOWMN WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN L
4], \ o PHASE IS RED. &«
' 2. GATE RISES (X) SECONDS BEFORE VAN NUYS LEFT =
' TUEN PHASE IS ACTIVE. . =<
', 3. GATE UP WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN IS GREEN D S 3
OR YELLOW. e
1 4. GATE DESCENDS (X) SECONDS AFTER VAN NUYS =
:I LEFT TURN GOES RED. S
| N
| o S
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’ CONDUCTOR SCHEDULE L
NOTES (CONTD): 5
( ) ShﬂiE CABLE / WIRE RUN S
. AT FAY AT EAY AT LAY EAY LAY
R N :
EMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUNDATION = CONDUCTOR CABLE NEAEP : T el [ 1< -
INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN NEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL 5 X #14
PROVIDE A COMPLETE FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND CABINET CONFORMING TO M |9 CONDUCTOR CABLE INENRE o s 5 >
THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND 352 CABINET, AND U |8 X #14 & 1 X #12 (Com)
SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT TO PROVIDE A COMPLETE AND 3 CONDUCTOR CABLE
FOR TESTING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION GENERAL SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL I =
CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR | 28 CONDUCTOR CABLE o |2 o |2 ol 2] |2 gl2lr gl2 =
TO PICK UP AND INSTALL CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY ON NEW F—332 FOUNDATION. SER LADOT STANDARD 27 X #14 & 1 X #10 (COM) _ © Iz
=
PLAN No. S—58.23 g gogﬂmmﬁ CABLE (APS) |51212| |2 |2]2 212|2| |2]2]2 E| |E E o|lgle|ulol s
CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM Z|E (2|3 % %]
(BBS) IN NEW 332 CABINET PER LADOT SPECIFICATIONS 92—066—03 na® 6 |SERVICE 2|2] [s] |5 5] |sl6| |5 =242y 2
(LATEST EDITION). BBS SHALL BE COMPATIBLE WITH AND MEET ALL Not To Scale 14 |PED PUSHBUTTON 2 2 2| 2] J2] |2
SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM; PROVIDE 12 |BUS DLC (1—PAR)
A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUOUS POWER TO OPERATE THE
1 1 1
TRAFFIC SIGNAL; PROVIDE NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT QUTPUTS FOR 12 gtg E Ei:g 1 ‘:’ ‘1‘ '“:’ '“:’ 12 ! F F
"LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY". " \
12 |LRT DLC (1 PAIR) ala] Ta] 4] 4] |4 8 8 =
REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STANDARD, 22 [I/C PREDICTOR (12 PAIR) &
FOUNDATION AND ABANDON EXISTING CONDUITS. 22 [INTERCONNECT (25 PAIR) ""%
V.F. (1—165M ‘
[6] FURNISH AND INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT ( ) =1
CCTV CAMERA “
STD . DWG' N G' S_ 58' 2 3' " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " Q‘-
PEDESTRIAN LED SIGN CONDUIT SIZE 2"[3"[2"[3"]2"[2"[3"]2"]3"]3 2"2"]3"[3"]2"[37[3"]3"[2"[2 273737 ]3"]2"]2"[37]3 >
INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. BLACK BACKGROUND/
DWG. NO. S—-73.2. YELLOW LEGEND
ABANDON LOOPS. "B" Q
Not To Scale /\ IIRPM_OPERATIONS: E
UNI—DIRECTIONAL IIRPM . e alxlk|o
[S] SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES. (Soub RED}X‘_ﬂ Tm RPM LIGHTS FACING CHASE STREET EASTEOUND AND n g z E
FIN AN 2 % WESTBOUND: Slele|E g |w
INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) FOR LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1.A & S—70.1.D CASE Il. CONTRACTOR SHALL ALL LUNAR WHITE 11, LIGHTS SHALL BE SOLID RED WHEN LRT PHASE IS ACTIVE. T E o %ﬂ m %
OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS. 19" 19" 107 x 1.2, LIGHTS SHALL TURN OFF WHEN LRT PHASE IS INACTIVE.
I
INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM {% 2. |IRPM LIGHTS FACING VAN NUYS SOUTHBOUND LEFT—TURN LANE
LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS. e @ (l) @ 2.1.  LIGHTS SHALL BE SOLID RED:
2 WHEN LEFT TURN PHASE (®5) IS RED OR
INSTALL PREFORMED LRT TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOOP PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.4A. TP oo o © WHEN LRT PHASE IS ACT“'E,E.:' L
=T
2. A @ &
CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEN (10) MODEL GT—200—LRT LIGHT RAIL LOOP SENSORS. CONTACT RAUL DE ANDA AT LRT T.S. HEAD GUIDEWAY CURB f 22 E'RGE'ETE SE' #ELJSENASEFLg?EﬁHiEETETﬂmCPTHE?E (95) 1S
(213) 473-8467 FOR CURRENT SPECIFICATIONS. (HIGH MOUNTED © 20° N\ S .
i
CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL. IF INSTALLED ON POLE) -
L
INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES FOR AL "C” B
INSTALLATION OF GATE DETAILS (ARM MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM Not To Scale 2
MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH LADOT. >
&)
INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTROLLER.
S URN € ooP. G O0P S BE CONNECTED TO GATE CONTRO GUIDEWAY CURE\ GATE LOOP /A\ LEGEND:
FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS (IIRPM) AS SHOWN. SEE DETAILS G, H A - /-\/ y z
AND |. SEE 'llIRPM OPERATIONS' FOR SEQUENCE DETAILS. PROVIDE AN OUTPUT CONNECTED TO EACH IIRPM FUNCTION UNI—DIRECTIONAL IRPM LIGHT o
OF THE LT PHASES AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONNECTED TO THE LRT PHASES. ?;T:g:@g:%gff’s‘_’rvggss -
- — LEFT—-TURN LANE IIRPM LAYOUT ~
18. NOTIFY LADOT MAJOR CONSTRUCTION COORDINATION DIVISION AT (213) 972—5968 PRIOR TO START OF .m‘ o
CONSTRUCTION. GATE CONTROLLER: = : | NEIAL G /N o
[#) o aCcale
19. ALL NEW VEHICLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC SIGNALS SHALL BE LED MODULE, PER LADOT SPECIFICATION MAINTAIN AT LEAST —~| |, \ o
20. ALL PEDESTRIAN INDICATIONS SHALL BE LED COUNT—DOWN HEADS. BARRIER ARM AND CONTINUOUS RED LED | LIMIT LINE g
OTHER OBJECTS . STRIP ACTIVATED >
21. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING AND RESOLVING SUBSTRUCTURE CONFLICT WITH 2 LOOPS PER LADOT
PROPOSED FOUNDATION DURING THE DESIGN PHASE AND INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT. WHEN NOT VERTICAL STDS. (SOLID RED) N e LTS |~ CROSSWALK = z
CONE OF VISION o
22. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN THE REMOVAL, MARKOUT ONE CONDUIT TO—" CONDUIT FOR —
AND INSTALLATION OF ALL SIGNS, STRIPING AND PAVEMENT MARKINGS PER LADOT GEOMETRIC PLAN NO. TRAFFIC COMTROLLER INDUCTION LOOP FLOW OF TO PULLBOX 36" 0y
S—B-008. CABINET/SERVICE WIRES CONNECTION | TRﬁ;FFIC | I | | O S SO ok 1 B D _
l',' vl "'..- vle r"..-‘ r l,"t :M -
23. TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING CONDITIONS, AND PREPARE ALL GATE ARM INSTALLATION GATE LOOP LAYOUT 35" FLOW OF L
THE NECESSARY PLANS DURING THE DESIGN PHASE, TO INSTALL NEW ATSAC INTERCONNECT (1/C), VIDEO FIBER ___| € TRAFFIC "
(V.F.), AND FIBER OPTIC (F.0.) TRUNKLINE COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY SIGNAL "o” AL "E” (SOLID RED)
EQUIPMENT TO ACCOMPLISH A NEW COMPLETE ATSAC COMMUNICATION SYSTEM. Not To Scale NQEI—‘L—L“ To Scaie um_”[g%mulgﬁ% e CROSSWALK = CONE OF VISION .
-
24, TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING THE REQUIRED LRT DETECTOR LOOPS AND LRT D Z
PREDICTION PLAN(S), TO INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND THE oA AT A
INSTALLATION OF PREDICTOR CONTROLLER(S) FOR A COMPLETE LRT SYSTEM. DETAIL H_ DETAIL 1
(%) Not To Scale Not To Scale
25. SEE SHEET NO. FO—B—005 FOR ADDITIONAL WORK RELATED TO ATSAC INTERCONNECT AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.
O R EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
TRAFFIC SIGNAL RESTORATION PLAN
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Dain Pankratz
GATE CONTROLLER:
MAINTAIN AT LEAST
18-IN BETWEEN THE
BARRIER ARM AND
OTHER OBJECTS

Dain Pankratz
ALTERNATING RED/ WHITE
16-INCH VERTICAL STRIPES

Dain Pankratz
CONTINUOUS RED LED STRIP ACTIVATED WHEN NOT VERTICAL
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NO. F | FO | FO | FD (IN) (IN) (IN) (MPH) NO. Fn | FO) | FD) | FT (IN) (IN) (IN) (MPH)
L-328 50 50 | 12514 | 17966 | 038 | ooo | 038 35 PLAN R328 | 50 50 |12500 | 17941 | 038 | 000 | 038 35
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SIGNAL STANDARD SCHEDULE
No. | Type |TOUND. \FED- EUSTBRTN,  RemARKS/RELATED NOTES
) (1)[352 CAB [F—332%¢] — — | ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET
wxx|(X) (2)|24—4—100| CIDH APS(6) 6 |35 MAST ARM
xexx| () (3)| CD953C BSL APS(8) 8
#x[(X) (4)[17-3—100] CIDH | APS(8) | 8 [15 MAST ARM
#exx|(X) (5)| CD953C | BSL | APS(2) | 2
xxx[(X) (6)|24—4—100| CIDH | APS(2) | 2 |35’ MAST ARM
xexx|(X) (7)| CDO53C | BSL | APS(4) | 4
wxx[(X) (8)[19—4—100] CIDH — — |30" MAST ARM
+x| () (9)| CD953C BSL APS(6) 6
«|() G0 [18—4-100| CIDH - — |25 MAST ARM
«|0) (1)[18—4-100| CIDH — 25" MAST ARM
X) 42332 CAB |[F—332%% — — | BATTERY BACKUP FOR TRAFFIC SIGNAL
Q< (.3 |oE M CONRULER]  — — — |LEFT TURN GATE ARM AND CONTROLLER
X X
* Existing

** Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. 5-52.1.3
**¥* Per LADOT STD. DWG. No. 5-52.1.6
**¥*¥ FOR REFERENCE ONLY, SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET.

NOTES:

1. SEMI—ACTUATED OPERATION WITH ATSAC CAMERA (ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN 352 CABINET)

VAN NUYS BLVD. NBLT
VAN NUYS BLVD. S/B & W/S PED XING
NORDHOFF ST. EBLT
NORDHOFF ST. W/B & N/S PED XING

VAN NUYS BLVD. N/B & E/S PED XING
NMORDHOFF ST. WBLT
NORDHOFF ST. EB & S/S PED XING

81 —
P2 —
B3 —
g4 —
pE6 —
p7 —
P8 —

LRA — LRT SB
LRB — LRT NB

ATSAC SYSTEM

DIRECT WIRE (CABLE) INTERCONNECT

100’

- 10 1 ESTIMATED SALVAGE MATERIAL TO BE RETURNED TO LADOT
® ! Lo UNITS MATERIAL F.0.(24
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SEE DETAIL 'B’ ;
\ _ @\|g 6o | .SEE DI-_—?ATLE '8’
~ CR=25 1 (@ CR=25' EMERGECNY VEHICLE PREEMPTION AT FIRE STATION NO.
— [ —
T — — _— T “"‘“ 8 = 7 |APS(98) 1. EMERGENCY VEHICLE PREEMPTION IS ACTIVATED BY MANUAL PUSH BUTT
) APS(98)[7] / WB2—1 2. AT THE BEGINNING OF PREEMPTION, BEACONS GO FROM DARK TO ALTER
J A PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL IS DISPLAYING "WALK,” IT WILL ADVANCE TO PEDI
/ ws2—1-1 |19 1 VEHICULAR INDICATIONS RECEIVING GREEN WILL GO TO YELLOW CHANGE
I - 8 IS GREEN, THEN IT WILL REMAIN GREEN. PEDESTRIAN SIGNALS REMAIN
o SEE DETAIL ' 11 3. THIRTY (30) SECONDS OF GREEN EMERGENCY VEHICLE CLEARANCE FOR
- - ] i} } } T E——- ‘{)@ " VEHICULAR SIGNALS SHOW SOLID RED. PEDESTRIAN SIGNALS REMAIN SOl
_ Ll 4. AT THE END OF PREEMPTION, YELLOW CLEARANCE FROM PHASE 8. SIGN
2 — 4 OPERATION WITH GREEN INDICATION FOR PHASE 2 AND 6.
. 5 |
1 o [
o~ 0O Q
- DAR : !
o FL.)§’ L3 Q >, EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY
e L = 2 , LEFT—TURN GATE ARM OPERATION: TRAFFIC SIGNAL RESTORATION
| B
1 ! FL. L
" /7 A yan .% 1. GATE REMAINS DOWN WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN REVIEWED 20 REC
o {* SEE DETAIL 'F’ n = PHASE IS RED.
& SEE DETAIL 'F'— - 2. GATE RISES (X) SECONDS BEFORE VAN NUYS LEFT Transportation Engineer
‘ ! < TURN PHASE IS ACTIVE.
% ¢ o N 3. GATE UP WHEN VAN NUYS LEFT TURN IS GREEN AS BUILT
i 48 —~ OR YELLOW. :
E DARK =41 < o = 4. GATE DESCENDS (X) SECONDS AFTER VAN NUYS Date of Installation:
FLA ' |= | LEFT TURN GOES RED. LADOT Inspector:
- _ —_ TITLE
& 5 INTER ;ES‘EE ] Condition As Of: -
E LADOT Enginear:
- ®g = - _ _ = _ _ = —NEW 3", 1—F.0. {24S|"-"|:J District East Valley
B - - TO TUPPER ST. Thomas Guide 501—J6
/ NEW 3", 2-25 PR I/C, References File Na
TO MOMENTARY PUSH BUTTON (MPB) IN 10’ 1-V.F. (12SM), 1-12 PR (LRT) Scale: 1" = 20' A B L N 3015072 J
FIRE STATION LIGHT APPARATUS ROOM AND FIRE STATION NO. 7 - - TO TUPPER ST. North/South: VAN NUYS BLVD. | Fied investigation 1 NOTIT
HEAVY APPARATUS ROOM - -
THE PREPARATION OF THIS M GU-FTERREZ EAST SAN FERN NDO VALLEY CONTRACTRG
DRAWING HAS BEEN FINAMNCED IN . FOR |_ O S ﬁ N G E |_ E 8 C O U N —|_ Y E-U 1 29
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THE STATE OF CALIFORMNIA. DATE ne (949)2 C;HEET 1 OF 2
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18.

19.
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21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

THE PREPARATIOM OF THIS

DRAWING HAS BEEN FINANCED IN
PART THROUGH A GRANT FROM

THE U.5. DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, FEDERAL TRANSIT
ADMINISTRATION (FTA), UNDER THE
FEDERAL TRANSIT ACT OF 1064, AS
AMENDED, AND IN PART BY THE
TAXES OF THE CITIZENS OF

LOS ANGELES COUNTY AND OF ﬂ
THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

REMOVE CONTROLLER, CABINET, AND FOUNDATION.

INSTALL ATSAC 2070 CONTROLLER IN NEW 352 CABINET. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
FROVIDE A COMPLETE FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY AND CABINET
CONFORMING TO THE LATEST LADOT SPECIFICATIONS FOR 2070 CONTROLLER AND
352 CABINET, AND SHALL INCLUDE ALL NECESSARY AUXILIARY EQUIPMENT TO
FROVIDE A COMPLETE AND FUNCTIONING CONTROLLER SYSTEM. CONTRACTOR TO
DELIVER ASSEMBLED CONTROLLER FOR TESTING TO THE DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION GEMERAL SHOP, PIPER TECHNICAL CENTER, 555 RAMIREZ STREET
THIRTY (30) DAYS PRIOR TO INSTALLATION. CONTRACTOR TO PICK UP AND INSTALL
CONTROLLER ASSEMBLY ON NEW F-332 FOUNDATION.

CONTRACTOR SHALL FURNISH AND INSTALL BATTERY BACKUP SYSTEM (BBS) IN
NEW 332 CABINET PER LADOT SPECIFICATIONS 92—066—03 (LATEST EDITION). BBS
SHALL BE COMPATIBELE WITH AND MEET ALL SPECIFICATIONS REQUIRED BY THE
TRAFFIC SIGNAL SYSTEM; PROVIDE A MINIMUM OF 8 HOURS CONTINUOUS POWER TO
COPERATE THE TRAFFIC SIGNAL; PROVIDE NORMALLY OPEN CONTACT OUTPUTS FOR
"LOW BATTERY", "BATTERY FAIL" AND "ON—BATTERY".

REMOVE EXISTING TRAFFIC SIGNAL EQUIPMENT, STAMDARD, FOUNDATION AND
ABANDON EXISTING CONDUITS.

FURNISH AND INSTALL ELECTRIC TRAIN WARNING SIGN PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO.
5—58.25.

INSTALL ACCESSIBLE PEDESTRIAN SIGNAL (APS) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—73.2.
ABANDON LOOPS.
SEE STREET LIGHTING SHEET FOR WORK ON STREET LIGHTING FACILITIES.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) FOR LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1.A & S—70.1.D
CASE Il. CONTRACTOR SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTCOR PRIOR TO
INSTALLATION OF ANY LOOPS.

INSTALL DETECTOR LOOP(S) PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO. S—70.1A. CONTRACTOR
SHALL OBTAIN APPROVAL FROM LADOT INSPECTOR PRIOR TO INSTALLATION OF ANY
LOOPS.

INSTALL PREFORMED LRT TRACK AREA DETECTOR LOCF PER LADOT STD. DWG. NO.
S—70.4A.

CONTRACTOR TO PROVIDE TEN (10) MODEL GT—200-LRT LIGHT RAIL LOOP
SENSORS. CONTACT RAUL DE ANDA AT (213) 473—8467 FOR CURRENT
SPECIFICATIONS.

CONDUIT SHALL BE INSTALLED AT A MINIMUM OF 36" DEPTH FROM TOP OF RAIL.

INSTALL GATE ARM MAST AND FOUNDATION. SEE DETAILS D & E. FOLLOW
MANUFACTURER'S GUIDELINES FOR INSTALLATION OF GATE DETAILS (ARM
MECHANISM, SUPPORT AND JUNCTION BOX.). ALL GATE EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM
MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL
BE COORDIMNATED WITH LADOT.

INSTALL LEFT TURN GATE LOOP. GATE LOOP SHALL BE CONNECTED TO GATE
CONTROLLER.

FURNISH AND INSTALL INTERNALLY ILLUMINATED RAISED PAVEMENT MARKERS A
(IRPM} AS SHOWN. SEE DETAILS G, H AND I|. SEE 'lIRPM OPERATIONS' FOR
SEQUENCE DETAILS. FROVIDE AN QUTPUT CONNECTED TO EACH IIRPM FUNCTION OF
THE LT PHASES AND/OR PROVIDE ONE OUTPUT CONNECTED TO THE LRT PHASES.

NOTIFY LADOT MAJOR CONSTRUCTION COORDINATION DIVISION AT (213) 972-5968
FRIOR TO START OF CONSTRUCTION.

ALL NEW VEHICLE AND PEDESTRIAN TRAFFIC SIGNALS SHALL BE LED MODULE, PER
LADOT SPECIFICATION 92—088-06 (LATEST EDITION).

ALL PEDESTRIAN INDICATIONS SHALL BE LED COUNT—DOWN HEADS.

TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR IDENTIFYING AND RESOLVING
SUBSTRUCTURE CONFLICT WITH PROPOSED FOUNDATION DURING THE DESIGN PHASE
AND INSTALLATION OF TRAFFIC SIGMAL EQUIPMENT.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIELE FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL INVOLVED IN

THE REMOWVAL, MARKOUT AND INSTALLATION OF ALL SIGNS, STRIPING AND PAVEMENT

MARKINGS PER LADOT GEOMETRIC PLAN NO. S—-B—-016.

TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BEE RESPONSIBELE FOR IDENTIFYING ALL THE EXISTING
CONDITIONS, AMD FPREFARE ALL THE NECESSARY PLANS DURING THE DESIGN PHASE,
TO INSTALL NEW ATSAC INTERCONNECT (1/C), VIDEO FIBER (V.F.), AND FIBER OPTIC

(F.0.) TRUNKLINE COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY SIGNAL

EQUIPMENT TO ACCOMPLISH A NEW COMPLETE ATSAC COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.

TRAFFIC CONSULTANT SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR PREPARING THE REQUIRED LRT
DETECTOR LOOPS AND LRT  PREDICTION PLAN(S), TO INCLUDE ALL THE NECESSARY
ATSAC INTERCONMNECT AND COMMUNICATION CABLES, AND THE INSTALLATION OF
PREDICTOR CONTROLLER(S) FOR A COMPLETE LRT SYSTEM.

SEE SHEET NO. FO—-B-007 FOR ADDITIONAL WORK RELATED TO ATSAC INTERCONMECT

AND COMMUNICATION SYSTEM.

ALL GATE EQUIPMENT (GATE ARM MAST AND GATE CONTROLLER) SHALL BE
MAINTAINED BY METRO. ANY WORK SHALL BE COORDINATED WITH LADOT.
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Exhibit C: Diagnostic Crossing Meeting Minutes
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ExhibitD: ESFV Project/List of Crossings'|

Apg:]a‘t:lon No. Name Cmgig No. Station
Package

10 | Metro Mrange Line Overpass [ 84F-0.07-A0 102200

B 20 | Metrolink Dverpass(] B4F-2.22-AT1] 215400

e 30| W. Cabrito Rd Mverpass(] B4F-223-A1] 215900

41 |1-5 Breeway Dverpass[] 84F-572-A1 400500

50 | Metro Drange Line Station Ped Trossing (Calvert) ] 84F-0.14-D] 105800

0 601 | Roscoe Station Ped Trossing [ 84F-3.01-D] 257350

70 | Nordhoff TSt 84F-3.870 | 3026000

80 | Nordhoff Station South Ped Trossing [ 84F-395-D0 3070000

900 | Metrolink ITVan Muys Station North Ped TCrossing[] 84F-2.09-D] 208600

a 100 Keswick St 84F-2.120 | 210200

3 110| Arminta St B4F-2330 | 221600

[0 |RaymerSt{Private)] 84F-2.14-X 100 210800

120 Sylvan St 84F-0350 | 1170000

13| Kittridge St [ B4F-0.7700 | 138900

a 1401 Valerio St 84F-1.7400 | 1902000

o 150 Lanark St B4F-2.6401 | 2380001

160 Chase[St[] 84F-3.120 | 263000

170| Plummer[St [ B4F-43700 | 3290000

180 Vietory Blvd [ 84F-0490 | 1242000

. 190 Saticoy St 84F-1990 | 203500

- 200 Roscoe Blvd O B4F-2.8900 | 251100

210 Parthenia St/ Wesper [ 84F-3290 | 2720000

220 Vanowen St B4F-0.9900 | 1507000

230 Vanowen 8. [Station [Ped Crossing [ 84F-1.03-D] 152600

2410 Vanowen N, Station Ped TCrossing [ 84F-1.14-D] 158600

250 Vose St B4F-1310 | 167300

61 260 Sherman Way 8. [Ped Crossing [ 84F-131-D00 167300

270 Sherman Way N, Ped TCrossing [ 84F-1.43-D] 174000

280 Sherman Way [ 84F-1490 | 177100

290 Tupper St 84F-4.1200 | 315700

300 N. Woodman Station fTCanterbury TCrossing [ 84F-4 96D 359500

310/ N. PartheniaSt[ B4F-3410 | 278500

0 320 WoodmanAvel B4F-4.7200 | 3475000

330 Woodman [Station South Ped Trossing [ 84F-4.81-D] 352200

340| BeachyAve [ 84F-5.190 | 3725000

Page 37044




Apggﬁon No. Name CNSE;: No. Station
Package

350| ArletalAve B4F-5450 | 386000

360| Bartee Avell B4F-5570 | 3923000

370 Laurel TCanyon Blvd [ 84F-59400 | 412200

380 Laurel TCanyon Station South Ped Trossing [ 84F-6.03-D 416600

390 Laurel TCanyon Station Morth Ped Trossing [Omelveny Ave ) | 84F-6.13-D 422000

400 KewenAvel] B4F-6.3200 | 4320000

410 ElDoradoAvell B4F-6.5800 | 4460001

80 420 8. Wan NuysStation Ped Trossing [ 84F-6.63-D] 448500
430 N. WanMuysStation Ped Crossing [ 84F-6.72-D] 453100

N T R B
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WAYHE M. TANMBA
EEMERal HARASER

[T TR

CITY OF Los ANGELES

CALIFORMIA

DEPARTMENT oF
TRAMEPDO RTATION

184 M. FISUVERGA 3T, so0Te g
LEE ANSELES, Gk waoyy
120131 Sme-y1yy
FAE 1#13) Swasiiaa

JAMES K. HAHM
HATO®R

February 5, 2002 REC =\ ED

N Rapas Sk FES 13 2003

Chief Executive Officer

Las Angeles County pROJECT WAY
Metropolitan Transportation Authority _ QONSTRUCTIC Ve OFFICE

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2932

Subject: SIGNED MASTER COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
Dear Mr. Sngble:

Attached is an execured mprlrol":lu Master Cooperative Agreement (MCA) for axisting and future
Design/Build Transit Projects berween the Ciry of Los Angeles and the MTA. The Mayor signed the MCA
on December 18, 2002 and the Gity Clerk attested to it on January 21, 2003,

5@'?*!’.

] A I
Wé'j{i‘:lfm
bt

C:  Dennis Mori, MTA
John Higgins, MTA
Steve Carnavale, MTA
Amir Sedadi, Mayor's Office
Francine Qschin, CD 12
Marin Souzs-Rounlres, CLA
John Fisher, DOT
Jemes Okazeki, DOT
Joe Kennedy, DOT

Attachment

AN FOLUAL FRR AYMPNT OPPORTUNITY « AFE@e s



C-1UA2%»

MASTER COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
FOR THE DESIGN/BUILD METHOD OF PROJECT DELIVERY

FOR DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF RAIL AND BUSWAY TRANSIT PROJECTS

-

CITY OF LOS ANGELES
AND THE
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION

AUTHORITY

DATED: _1_—-2., -03
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MASTER COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT
FOR THE DESIGN/BUILD METHOD OF PROJECT DELIVERY FOR
DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION OF RAIL AND BUSWAY TRANSIT PROJECTS
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES
AND
THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY

THIS AGREEMENT, dated , 2002 is made by and between the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (“MTA”), successor in interest to the
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (“LACTC"), and the City of Los Angeles
(“City”). As used in this Agreement, tenms identified by initial capital letters shall have the
meanings set forth in Article 1, or as elsewhere provided in this Agreement.

RECITALS

A.  MTA is a public entity created by the California State Legislature pursuant to
PUC seclion 130050.2 etsg. for many purposes including, bul not limited 1o, the design,
consiraction, and operation of rail and bus transit systems and other transportation facilities in
Los Angeles County.

B.  MTA proposes to ulilize the Design/Build method of project-delivery to design
and conslruct facilities necessary and convenient for various rail transil systems and busway
transit systems, which systems will serve, and portions of its facilities will pass in, on, under,
over or along public streets, highways, bridges, parks and other public Right-of-Way of; various
municipal jurisdictions, including the City of Los Angeles, California. MTA's proposed projects
at this time include, without limitation, the following:

»  The Metro Eastside Light Rail Transit Project (the “Eastside LRT Project”),
which is defined as an approximately 6 mile light rail line currently proposed to
traverse portions of the City of Los Angeles and unincorporated areas of the
County of Los Angeles, between Union Station and Pomona Boulevard/Woods
Street.

> The San Femando Valley East-West Transit Corridor (the “"SFV BRT Project”),
which is defined as an approximately 14 mile Bus Rapid Transit line corrently
proposed to traverse portions of the City of Los Angeles betwecen North
Hollywood and Warner Center.
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» The Wilshire Corridor Bus Rapid Transit Project (the “Wilshire BRT Project™),
which is defined as an approximately 14 mile Bus Rapid Transit line currently
proposed [0 run along Wilshire Boulevard in portions of the Cities of Las
Angeles, Sanla Monica and Beverly Hills, and in unincorporated areas of {3
County of Los Angeles, between Weslern Avenue and a terminos located in the
City of Santa Monica,

»  The Exposition Corridor Light Rail Transit Project (the “Expo LRT Project™),
which is defined as an approximately 9 mile Jight rail line currently proposed to
traverse the City of Los Angeles, exiending southward from Downtown Los
Angeles to Exposition Park, and then westward along Exposition Bonlevard to
Venice Boulevard/Robertson Boulevard.

b MTA historically has used the “Design/Bid/Build"” method of project delivery
for its rail transit projects. However, MTA anficipates adopling the
“Design/Build” method of project delivery for the at-grade and grade separated
portions of the Eastside LRT Project and for the SFV BRT Project, and may elect
to utilize Design/Build for other projects in the future. The adoption of
Design/Build will require numerovs changes in MTA's approach to those of its
projects, which are delivered in whole or in part on a Design/Build basis.

C. From time to time the construction, reconstruction or improvement of MTA's rail
transit syslems and busway transit systems (including but not limited to those described in
Recital B above) will require the Rearrangement of all or portions of certain City Facilities. The
Parties desire to cooperate to the end that such Rearangements be consistent with City
requirements and that when Rearrangements are required, both parties mutually agree on scope
of Rearrangements prior (0 system design, including, but not limited to required improvements,
project financing, design work, and bellerments. The Parlies desire to cooperate to the end that
such Rearrangements be held lo comply with City'of Los Angeles requirements and standards in

“effect at the issuance of the Design/Build RFP. Such requirements may be revised if the
Design/Build RFP is not awarded within one (1) year of the initial issuance

D.  City and MTA (as successor in interest to the LACTC) are parties (o that certain
Master Cooperative Agreement for the Design and Construction of Rail Transil Projects dated
September 26, 1991 (the “Original Agreement”) which, among other things, establishes
procedures for the Rearrangement of City Facilities affected by rail transit systems consiructed
within City Rights-of -Way by MTA utilizing the Design/Bid/Build method of project delivery.

The Parties desire to 1) continue use of the Original Agreement for the MTA Rail Transil
projects ulilizing the Design/Bid/Build method of project delivery. 2) to develop this second
Master Cooperative Agreement to accommodale the Design/Build method of project delivery for
the design and construction of Rail and Busway Transit projects.

E.  NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the covenants contained herein and for
other good and valuable consideration, the receipt and adequacy of which are hereby
acknowledged, City and MTA agree to add a second agreement for Design/Build methodology
of project delivery, as follows:



Article 1
General Provisions

1.1 Scope of Agreement

L.I.1. This Agreement addresses the four Transil Projects described in Recital B above
as well as any olher MTA projects, which meet the definition of “Transit Project” set forth in
Section 1.3.47 below. Among other things, this Agreement specifies (a) the procedures which
MTA and City will follow in identifying, planning, designing and effecting Rearrangements of
City Facilities in order for MTA to Design and Construc! Transit Projects within the City, and
(b) the manner in which City and MTA will be reimbursed, when applicable, for their respective
Costs of such aclivities. Both MTA and City agree that each agency will cooperate and.
coordinate with the other in all activities covered by this Agreement and any supplemental
agreemenls hereto. Further, City agrees to assist MTA by providing engineering, lechnical,
analytical, and administrative support services with respect to building and safety, landscaping,
iransporialion, civil engineering, illuminating engineering, public works inspection, fire/life -
safety, police protection and other areas deemed necessary by the City and MTA to successfully
implement construction of the projects within the terms provided herein. Finally, City agrees to
designate MTA's Transit Projects as high priority public works projects under the Special
Permitting Process (SPP), to provide MTA with expedited review and approval procedures in
connection with design, design reviews, permilling, property acquisition, and other authority to
be exercised by the City for MTA’s Transit Projects.

1.1.2. The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall not be applicable to"the rights
and obligations of the City Department of Waler and Power (“"DWP™) or of MTA in relation to
DWP, with respect to MTA’s Transit Projects.

1.1.3 The terms and conditions of this Agreement shall nol negale or otherwise modity
the terms-and conditions of any existing easements, licenses or other use and/or occupancy
agreements between City and any former owner of real property now or hereafter owned by
MTA, and to which MTA has become or hereafter becomes a successor either by assignment or
by operation of law.

1.2 Duration of Agreement

The initial term of this Agreement (the “Initial Term') shall commence on the Effective
Date and shall terminale on December 31, 2015. This Agreement shall automatically be
renewed for one year terms commencing on the day following the last day of the Initial Term
and on each subsequent anniversary of such day, unless either Party provides written notice of
termination to the other no later than sixly (60) working days prior {o the end of any term
(including the Initial Term). In the event this Agreement is terminaled prior to the complefion of
all Project conslruction within the City of Los Angeles, such construction shal) thereafier be
subject to the City's usual and customary permitling procedures and processes applicable to
other contractors. .
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13 Definitions

For the purpose of this Agreement, the following terms shall have the meanings set forth
below:

1.3.1. Abandonment is defined as the permanent termination of service or removal of an
existing City Facility or portion thereof, and, if the City Facility or portion thereof is not
being removed from its existing location, the work necessary 1o safely permit such City
Facility to remain in place in accordance with applicable law and /or City of Los Angeles
slandards.

1.3.2. Betterment is defined as an upgrade to an existing facility, Replacement Facility,
or component thereof, requested by City, afier Design Freeze, and agreed to by MTA (whether
constructed by MTA or by City or by their respective contractors), which will increase or
upgrade the service capacity, capability, appearance, efficiency or function of such Replacement
Facility over that which was provided by the comesponding Conflicting Facility (“upgrade™).
The term “Bettermenl” shall include any upgrade, which MTA agrees, may be incorporated into
the Design or Construction of a Rearrangement, in order to conform to revisions or additions to
City Standards, which MTA is not required to accept pursuant to Section 2.5.1. The term
“Betterment” shall also include any upgrade to a Conflicting Facility included in a
rearrangement, which upgrade is requested by the Cily and agreed to by MTA, and which are not
otherwise excluded from the definition of Betlerment as set forth above. Betierments shall be
entirely financed at the expense of the City. However, the following shall not be considered
Betterments:

(2) An upgrade, which the Parlies mmtually agree, will be of direct and
principal benefit to the Construction or operation of a Transit Project.

(b) An upgrade resulting from Design or Construction in accordance with the
applicable City Standards and ordinances as set forth in Section 2.5.

(c) Measures to mitigate environmental impacts identified in the Transit
Project's Final Environmental Impact Repori or Stalement and any supplemental environmental
reports.

(d) Replacement of devices or materials no longer regularly manufactured
with the next highest grade or size.

(€) A replacement or rearrangement that is the consequence of changes made
by the MTA or its Design/Build contractors afler the Design Freeze.

1.3.3.Busway — Bus Transit Facilily, which could consist of;
(a)  Separated facilities

(b)  Mixed Flow facilities



1.3.4. Busway Project is defined as those busway syslems of MTA, which are adopled
for Construction for the public transportation of passengers, as well as any existing busway
systems of MTA where the context so requires. “Busway Project” may refer to any one of the
busways, and any portion or seclion thereof, as the context may require,

135, Cily is defined as the City of Los Angeles, California, including, but not limited
1o, its officers, boards, departments, bureaus, staff and agents, except that separate agreements
shall be executed with the Depariment of Water and Power.

136. City Comment Due Date is defined as 20 working days from receipt of
documents for Design Review.

1.3.7. City Facility is deflined as real or personal properly located within or near to the
route of a Transil Project, such as structures, improvements, and other properties, which is under
the ownership or operating jurisdiction of City, and shall include, but not be limited to, public
streets, highways, bridges, retaining walls, alleys, slorm drains, sanitary sewers, survey
monuments, parking lots, parks, public landscaping and {rees, traffic control devices, lighting
equipment, and public police and fire alarm systems.

1.3.8. Cily Project is defined as the construction by, or at the direction of MTA or the
City of a new facility, other than as the resuit of a Rearrangement.

1.3.9. City Representative is defined as the person(s), or the person(s) holding the
specified position(s), designated by City pursuant to Section 1.4.1

1.3.10. City Rights-of-Way is defined as public streets and public casemenis as per
Section 62.00 of the Los Angeles Municipal Code (LAMC).

1.3.11.City Standards: To ensure that the work performed within the Public Right-of-
Way meels the expectation of both MTA and the City, and ensure that the Project meets the
requirements of the current Projec! scope, MTA and ils consultants, will utilize the latest editions
of the City’s design standards and ordinances in &ffect at issuance of the Design/Build RFP for
the design of all Rearrangements, including but not limited to; the Standard Specifications for
Public Works Construction (“SSPWC™) as adopled by the Board of public Works, as modified
by the corresponding issue of Standard plan 5-610 and Special Provisions; (b) Standard Plan S-
470.0; (c) Bureau of Street Lighting Special Specifications; and, (d) the Special Provisions and
Standard Drawings for the Installation and Modification of Traffic Signals, including
amendments, (e) the Manual of Uniform Traffic Conlrol Devices, (f) the State of California
Traffic Manual, (g) the State of Califomnia Standard Plans, (h) the Work Area Traffic Control
Handbook, (i) the LADOT Worksite Traffic Control Plans (5-488.0), and those Standards and
Manuals as Specified in Bureau of Engineering Technical Document Web Site.

1.3.12. Conflicting Facility is defined as an existing City Facility, which City and MTA
determine is so situated as to require Rearrangement in order to construct or operate a Transit
Project without adversely impacting the maintenance of that City Facility, and either;



1) Runs parallel to the tracks will be at or rearranged to a location away from the
Rail Right-of-Way to allow for placement of shoring at a minimum of 9’ horizontal
distance from the outside rail to the edge of shoring closest (o the rail. )

ii) Crosses the tracks, which shall be encased with lype 5 bedding 10° form the
outside rail on both sides and under the trackway unless otherwise demonstrated that no
adverse impacts to the existing facilities will occur due to track placement and both
partics agree.

If such Conflicting Facilities are not rearranged or encased per (i) or (ii), and remain in the transit
envelope, MTA shall pay all City mainlenance costs and fees associaled with the f; acility until the
Conflicting Facility is relocated in accordance with Article 4 and per (i) and (ii) above. The
pariies may mutually agree not fo rearrange a facility that falls under the above criteria. If such

an agreement is made, MTA will not be subject o pay for City maintenance costs and fees for
the facilily.

1.3.13. Construction is defined as work of removal, demolition, replacement, restoration,
alteration, realignment, building, fabrication, landscaping, supporting or relocation, of all new
facilities to be constructed, systems, and equipmen! to be procured and installed thal are
necessary to operate and maintain the Project.

1.3.14. Cos! is defined as all eligible direct and indirect costs as further defined in Article
8 for costs incurred by Cily, and in Article 9 for costs incurred by MTA.,

1.3.15. County is defined as the County of Los Angeles, Califomnia.

1.3.16. Design is defined as thal engineering and architectural, and other submittals and
the resulting maps, plans, drawings, computer software, estimates, specifications and special
provisions, which arc necessary for the elimination of conflicts, construction of ihe
Rearrangements and Replacement Facilities, providing protection for the existing facilities.
and/or Transit Projects under the terms of this Agreement.

1.3.17. Design/Build (“D/B") is defined as the method of project delivery in which MTA
engages a Design/Build Contractor to both furnish the Final Design of and Construct a project.

1.3.18. Design/Build Conlract js defined as the documents (hat are used by MTA to
contract with a contractor to design, build, fabricate, install, and prepare for operations the
facilities and systems necessary to operate the Project as specified in the documents, and to
demonstrate the operability of the Project through the period of pre-revenue operations.

1.3.19. Design/Build Contractor (“D/B Contractor”) is defined as a single entily or joint
venture, which is engaped by MTA to complete the Design of and to construcl a project

pursuant lo a Design/Build procurement.

1.3.20. Design Developmen| is defined as the phase of the Design process, which
validales schematic design concepts and system crileria and develops a clear indication of design
solutions for requirements outlined in the Preliminary Engineering Design phase. Al the
completion of Design Development, major features of the architectural, structural Design and
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third party interfaces have advanced in conjunction with performance specifications, thereby
providing the basis for Final Design. This is further defined in Altachment ‘C’.

1.3.21. Design Freeze is the point when design is frozen for the purpose of procuring the
Design/Build conlractor who will complete design and construct the project. This is forther
defined in Attachment *C’,

1.3.22. Design Review is defined as the process of crilical evaluation of plans and
specifications by the MTA, the City, and others as specified by MTA that are developed by
consultants and/or the Design/Build Contractor which are necessary for the construction of the
Project. Design Reviews shall be conducled at three crilical time frames, which are defined as
the Basis for Design/Build Contracting, the Preliminary, the Pre-Final and Final Design. This
process will be defined for each project. Construction shall not begin until the City approves the
Final Design submiltal for work within City Right of Way or affecting Cily Facilities.

1.3.23, Eastside LRT Project is defined with the meaning set forth in Recital B of this
Agreement.

1.3.24. Effective Date is defined as the date on which this Agreement has been approved
by City’s Council, Mayor, and MTA’s Board and has been fully executed on behalf of both
MTA and City, whichever comes later.

1.3.25. Expired Service Life Value is defined with the meaning set forth in Section 9.

1.3.26.Expo LRT Project is defined with the meaning set forth in Recital B of this
Agreemeant. ’

1.3.27. Final Design is defined as the phase of the Design process, which provides the
detailed design and lechnical specifications for all temporary and permanent project facilities.
This phase addresses and resolves all Design review comments, construction issues, and third
perty comments and finalizes all engineering, architectural, and systems of such phase of the
Design process necessary for complete construction documents. The delailed Final Design may
be furnished either by a D/B Contractor or by the MTA’s design consultant. MTA shall review
all submittals prior to submitting to City of Los Angeles to ensure they are complete and have
addressed any prior comments by the City. Following review and comments the contractor will
make the necessary changes and sign and seal as “Engineer of Record”.

1.3.28. Initial Term is defined with the meaning set forth in Section 1.2 of this
Agreement.

1329 MTA is defined as the Los Angeles County Metropolilan Transportation
Authority.

1.3.30: MTA Fiscal Year shall mean each one-yeer period commencing on July 1 of a
calendar year and terminating on June 30 of the following calendar year.

1.3.31. MTA Representalive is defined as the person, or the person holding the spetified
posilion, designated by MTA pursuant fo Section 1.4.2.
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1.3.32. Partial Design Submiltal is defined as follows:

(1)  Partial Design Submittal by MTA, its consullants, or its Design/Build
contraclors to the City, shall be a complele segmenl or segments of a
Project Design Submitlal containing work related to all City Facililies
within the area, to be reconstructed or rearranged. This will be submitted
to the City, for review and approval, prior to submittal of a fully integrated
Project Design to the City, for review and approval, as set forth in Section
2.1.3 of this Agreement.

(6)  On all Partial Design Submittals limits of work shall be referenced with
stationing and shall reference the plan sheets of each adjacent Pariial
Design Submitlal segment.

(c)  Each complele segment shall include but not be limited to all proposed
reconstruction and rearrangements for Streels, Sanitary Sewer, Storm
Drain, Traffic Control, Striping, Traffic Sigoalization, Street Lighting, and
composite Utility Relocation plans.

1.3.33. Original Agreement is defined with the meaning set forth in Recital D.

1.3.34. Parties are defined as MTA and City collectively, and a “Party” is defined as each
of MTA and City individually.

1.3.35._Pre-final submittal is the Design/Builder submittal of the completed design
drawings, specifications, and pertinent documentation for review, comment, and approval by
MTA and the City. Submiltals may be in the form of segments, or portions of the Projecl. This
is further defined in Exhibit *C". 1

1.3.36.Preliminary Bnpineering (PE) Design is defined as the phase of the Design
process which takes a project from a conceptual state to a level of project Design definition thal
describes the project lechnical and architectural approach in order (o address environmenlal and
community impacts, interfaces with utilities and existing infrastructure/facililies, operational
characteristics, an estimate of project cosls and a project execution schedule. The Preliminary
Engineering Design phase is initialed concurrent with or at the conclusion of the Draft
Environmental Impacl Statement and Draft Environmental Impact Repori and aller the selection
of the locally preferred alignment. It may also reflect mitigations committed to by the MTA but
not yet included in the DEIS/DEIR. '

1.3.37. Rail Project is defined as those rail transit ways of MTA, which are adopted for
Construction for the public transportation of passengers, as well as existing rail transitways of
MTA where the context so requires. “Rail Project” may refer to any one of the transitways, and
any portion or section thercof, as the context may require.

1.3.38. Rearrangement is defined as the work of removal, replacement, restoration,
alteration, reconstruction, support or relocalion of a Conflicting Facility or porlion thereof,
whether permanent or temporary, which MTA and the City determine must be rearranged in



order 1o design, build, and/or operate the project. It is also used for the work of installing new
and required City infrastructure due to the impacl of the Transit Project construction.

1.3.39. Replacement Facility is defined as a facility, which may be constructed or
provided under the lerms of this Agreement as a consequence of the Rearmangement of a

Conflicting Facility or portion thereof, and which meets applicable City Standards as set forth
herein.

1.3.40. SFV BRT Project is defined with the meaning set forth in Recital B of this
Agreement.

1.3.41. Special Permitting Process ("SPP") is defined as that certain “MTA Rail and
Busway Transil Projects - Special Permitting Process and Waiver of Certain Permit Fees. A draft
version is attached here to as Exhibit “ A “

1.3.42. SPP Notification Matrix is defined as (hat cerlain “MTA Transit Projects, City of
Los Angeles, Notification Matrix™ attached to the Special Permitting Process, identifying, and
providing telephone numbers for those individuals or depariments o which MTA and its
contractors should provide notices as required. This malrix is provided to assist MTA in the
coordination work. :

1.3.43, Sireet Lighting System is defined as a complete lighting system to illuminate
City, bus and rail rights-of-way, including, but not limited to, public roadways, detour roadways,
sidewalks, detour sidewalks, bridges, underpasses, overpasses, walkways and other public
improvements to meet applicable City Standards as set forth herein. Sireet Lighting System
components include, but are not limited {o, poles, foundations, luminaries, lamps, pull boxes,
conduit, wires, service points and other related equipment.

1.3.44, Subject Transit Project is defined, when referenced in conmection with a .
particular Rearrangement, as the Transit Project which necessilales such Rearrangement;
provided, however, that if MTA enters into more than one /B contract or conslruclion contract
for a particular Transit Project, then where the context so requires, the term “Subject Transit
Project” shall refer to that portion of such Transit Project which is being constructed by a
particular contractor and which necessitates such Rearrangement.

1.3.45. Substitute Facility is defined as a facility, which is equal, in terms of service
and/or capacity, fo the corresponding Conflicting Facilily that requires Rearrangement and which
meels applicable City Standards as set forth herein and has similar design.

1.3.46. Temporary Facility is defined as a facility constructed for the purpose of ensuring
continued service while a Conflicting Facilily is taken out of full or partial service while it
undergoes ils permanent Rearrangement and/or any work on a City Facility to accommodale the
construction of a Transit Projecl, but which will be removed or restored to its original condition
after such construction activities are completed.

1.3.47. Traffic Manapement Plan is defined as a plan that addresses traffic control
requirements in Construction areas through a worksile Trallic Conirol Plan ("WTCP"), and
along detour routes through a Traffic Circulation Plan ("TCP"). A WTCP is a site-specific
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Design for temporary traffic control and diversion of vehicular and pedestrian traffic through or
adjacent lo a work area, incorporating base condilions, lemporary conditions, construction
impact areas, and all temporary/permanent traffic controls and advisory signage. On a larger
scale, a TCP addresses operation along an alternate route which bypasses a work area, or
multiple inlersections affected by concurrent Construction, by means of striping, signing, signals,
delinealors, barncades, warning lights or other traffic control devices. The operation of a Traffic
Management Plan is affected by Construction phasing plans and Construction schedules and
shall be consistent with the requirements of the contractor, furnished by LADOT.

1.3.48. Transit Projects are defined as Rail Projects and Busway Projects collectively,
and a “Transit Project” is defined as an individual Rail Project or a Busway Project, as the
context may require. The Transit Projects include, but are not limiled to, the MTA projecis
described in'Recital B. Where the context so requires, “Transit Project” refers 1o the-Design and
Construction undertaken by or at the direction of MTA in order (o create a new Rail Project or’
Busway Project, or in order to reconstruct, alter, or extend an existing Rail Project or Busway
Project.

1.3.49. Transit Project Facility is defined as a facility under the ownership or operating
Jurisdiction of MTA, which is a component of a Transit Project.

1.3.50. Transit Project Right-of-Way is defined as (a) real property owned or controlled
by MTA and used (or proposed to bt used) for Transit Project purposes, and (b) those portions of
public slreets or rights-of-way on which are located (or proposed to be located) Transit Project
Facilities or which are otherwise used and maintained (or proposed to be used and maintained) '
by MTA for Transit Project purposes.

1.3.51. Wilshire BRT Project is defined with the meaning set forth in Recital B of this
Agresmenl.

1.3.52. Work Order is defined as that document which MTA shall issue to each
appropriate City department, bureau, division or ollier constituent entity authorizing funding for
a defined scope for performance of Design, Design review, inspection, Construction, and/or
supply of materials and equipment under the terms and conditions of this Agreement, which will
become effective with Cily acceptance by signing off on the Work Order.

1.3.53. Working Deavs is defined as any calendar day excluding Saturdays, Sundays and
those legal holidays identified in Los Angeles Administrative Code, Article 9, Section 4.119.

1.4. City Representative and MTA Representative

1.4.1. City Representative. For each Transit Project, Cily shall designate as the Cily
Representative the LADOT General Manager or his/her designes , to act as the Cily
Representative for such Transit Project. A single individual may be the City Representative for
one or more Transit Projects, depending on the requirements of the Transil Projeci(s) to which he
or she is assigned. The Cily Representative(s) shall be dedicated lo their assigned Transit
Project(s) to assist the MTA in the delivery of such Transit Project(s) and each component
thereof in a timely manner. The City Representative(s) will have the responsibility (i) to manage
and coordinate interaction of City with the MTA , (ii) to produce the necessary work documenis
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and reports, Cost and Work Order status, and (iii) to underiake reviews and make approvals as
required by this Agreement.

1.4.2, MTA Represenlative. For each Transit Project, the Chief Execulive Officer of
MTA shall designate a person, or the holder of a specified office or position, 10 act as the MTA
Representative for such Transit Projecl. Al MTA’s option, a single individual may serve as the
MTA Representative for any number of Transit Projects. The MTA Representative will have the
responsibility to manage and coordinate MTA interaction with Cily, and to cause production of
the necessary Design and Construction documents for City review and/or approvals as called for
under this Agreement, to issue Work Orders, and to undertake reviews and make approvals as
required by this Agreement. MTA may change its designated MTA Representative by providing
ten(10) Working Days prior wrillen nolification to City.

Article 2

Design
2.1 - Coordination

The MTA Representative and the City Representalive shall establish general guidelines,
working relationships, administrative policies, standards of design and construction, approval
procedures with respect fo Design Review, and coordination of Construction, right-of-way
acquisition and Reamrangement of City Facilities pursuant to this Agreement in order to permit
the timely design, construction and operation of Transit Projecis. All such guidelines,
relationships, policies, procedures and coordination shall be considered part of this Agreement,
MTA shall consult with the City Representative in establishing the schedule for Design of
Reanmangements; however, the schedule shall be consistent with MTA’s Construction schedule
for each Transit Project, as determined by MTA, and as deemed reasonable by the City.
Preliminary Engineering through final design by the Design/Build contractor is presented in
Exhibil “C". '

2.1.2 Cerlain components of the Transil Project Construclion will require inlerruplion of
some City services. Based upon an approved plan, City hereby consents to necessary scheduled
interruption of service, deemed necessary by MTA, and mutually agreed o by the City;
however, MTA shall provide prior notice in accordance with the SPP Notification Maliix before
City services are inlerrupted. MTA will notify affected parties Residents, businesses, Council
office, and other elected officials in advance of scheduled intermuptions and will cooperate with
City to minimize interruption of City service and resulting disruptions. Where the City
determines that Temporary Facilities are necessary and appropriate, MTA shall provide such
Temporary Facilities.

2.1.3 City recognizes that time is of the essence for all Transit Projects, and that cerlain
portions of Design/Build Transil Projects may involve Parfial Design Submillals to facililale
early Construclion of complete segments of a project prior o completion and approval of a
complelely integrated Final Design for the entire project. Each Partial Design Submittal will
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identify the particular segment by station reference and cross reference all adjoining segments to
be submitted for City's review and approval for early construction. City agrees lo review Partial
Design Submittals and, when submitial is satisfactory to the City, to approve for early
construction (subject lo Section2.1.4 and lo the liming and ofher requirements of (his
Agreement) all such Partial Design Submiltals in order to facilitate such early Construction.
Cily’s comments on Partial Design Submittals shall identify any aspects of the identified
segments , which do not conform to applicable Cily Standards, based on the information
provided. Construction components idenlified by the City, which do not conform to City
Standards, Requirements, or Ordinances shall not proceed to early construction.

2.1.4. The Parties recognize that Cily approval of Partial Design Submittals might result
in Design or Conslruction of City facililies that are non-conforming to applicable City Standards,
MTA shall be respensible for correction of all such non-conforming Design and/or Construction
so long as (i) requested by Cily in connection with a written nonconformance nofice submitied to
MTA staff within two (2) working days, (ii) requested by the City in connection with final
design approval of an entire Facility in order to conform that Facility to applicable City
Standards and (iii) correction is necessary to prevent public health and/or safety risk.

2.2 Design of Rearrangements Performed by MTA, Jts Consultanls and Contraclors

Unless otherwise mutually agreed, MTA' (or its consuliants and/or contractors) shall
Design all Rearrangements including Belterments therelo. For design of Betterments, MTA. must
secure City’s approvel in advance. For the Design of any specific Rearrangements, which will be
performed by MTA (or its consuliants and/or contractors), MTA shall issue Work Orders for
City o review plans and specificalions as required, and the following procedures shall govern.

22,1 Coordination of Design and the development of the Desipn plans and
specifications shall be accomplished by the MTA Representative (who shall confer from time to
time with the City Representative), except fo the extent that responsibility for same has been
delegated to MTAs consultants and/or contractors.

222 The Parties will develop a mutually agreeable process and schedule and electronic

. formal for submittal of plans and specifications for each reconstruction and Rearrangement of
Cily Facilities at the Preliminary Engineering, Design Development and Final Design stages and
for City review and approval or comment regarding same, consistent with the requirements of

this Agreement:

(a) Within seven (7) working days afler receipt of a Design submittal for a
Rearrangement, (i) City shall inform MTA whether the plans and specifications are sufficiently
complete for City review purposes, and (ii) if not sufficiently complete, Cily shall so notify
MTA, or shall return the plans and specifications to MTA. together with an identification of those
portions that are not sufficiently complele and a description of the missing information listing the
deficiencies. If no such notice or retum is received by MTA within such seven (7) working days,
the plans and specifications shall be deemed complele and acceptable for review purposes.

{b) Within twenty (20) working days after receipt of each submitlal, City shall
review and approve the plans and specifications or transmit ils commenls in the form of 2
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comment matrix and annotaled plans (as appropriale) to MTA. If no comments are received
within such period, the submittal shall be deemed complele and satisfactory to, and approved by,
City. Before the 20 working days review perdod ends, the Cily and MTA may agree (o an
extension of the review period, should the workload or lack of sufficient information for review
justify the extension. MTA will ensure that City comments are resolved prior to resubmittal.
The next submittal will include the commen! matrix confirming resolution of City comments.

22.3 MTA, ils consultants, and its contrectors, are responsible for errars and omissions
in the plans, specifications, submittals, and al other related contract documents.  Cily agrees
that during the Final Design stage, it shall not raise any new issues, or meke any comments,
which are inconsistent with its comments on earlier submittals, or with any changes thereto
agreed to by City and MTA. City’s approval of the Final Design for any Rearrangement will not
be withheld if the submilttal is consistent with (a) the most recent previous submittal for such
Rearrangement, modified as appropriate to respond to City comments on such submiltal (other
than any such comments which are disallowed pursuant to the preceding senlence) and to reflect
any subsequent changes agreed to by City and MTA, or (b) earlier submittals for such
Rearrangement which have been approved (or decmed complete and approved) by City.
However, subject to the first sentence of this Section 2.3.3. City shall have the right to make new
commenis on any material changes in Design from previous submittals,

2.3 Design of Rearrangements Performed by City

If MTA and City mutually agree that City (or its consultants and/or contraclors) shall
Design a specific Rearrangement, MTA shall issue a Work Order to City, upon receipt of which
City shali proceed to perform the Design of such Rearrangement, and the activities referred to in
the following subsections:

2.3.1. City shall perform its Design work in conformance with MTA's Design schedule
and shall coordinate throughout Design with MTA to develop plans satisfactory to both MTA
and City for each Rearrangement. The schedule for City’s completion of design, coordination
requirements, review procedures, and related provisions shall be mutually agreed to and included
as attachments to the Work Order, which shall also include the not-to-exceed cost of completing
the Design of the specific Rearrangement and agreed upon scope. Betterments shall be
addressed in accordance with Section 2.4,

232, City shall submil a set of the compleled Design plans and specificalions,
including City's estimate of the cost of Construction (less applicable credils in accordance with
Article 9) and City's estimate for the time needed fo perform the required Rearrangement work,
to MTA for its review and approval. Unless otherwise expressly provided for herein, City may
not change the approved plans during the progress of Construction, exeept with prior written
concurrence of MTA. This shall not apply to unapproved proposed plans. MTA's review and
approval of any Design furnished by Cily, ils consultants or contractors shall be solely for
purposes of assessing compatibility of the Replacement Facilities with the Transit Project,
coordination with MTA’s work on the Transil Project, and Cost issues. MTA will review the
Design plans and specifications for their compatibility with the overall design.
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233. City shall be responsible for errors and omissions for any new plans and/or
specifications prepared by City, ils consullants or contractors.

2.4 Belterments

2.4.1. As soon as possible, preferably during the Preliminary Engineering Design phase
but in any event no later than the Final City Comment Due Date for each Rearrangement, City
shall inform MTA what Betterments, if any, City desires so that MTA can review the
Belterments and delermine whether they satisly the requirements set forth in Seclion 2.4.2. Each
Design furnished by City shall specificaily identify any Betterments included in such Design.

24.2. It is understood and agreed that MTA will not pay for or bear the Cost of any
Betterment, and that no Betterment may be performed in connection with any Rearrangement
(whether Designed or Constructed by City or by MTA) which is incompatible with a Transit
Project or which cannot be performed within the constraints of applicable.law, any applicable
governmental approvals and/or MTA's schedule for the Transit Project. City shall bear the Cost
of all Betterments included in each Rearrangement, by crediting MTA therefore in accordance
with Article 9 or, as applicable, by paying MTA therefore in accordance with Article 9 and
Seclions 2.4.3.

2.4.3. For a Rearrangement to be constructed by MTA, the price, which City shall pay
for each, requested and included Betterment shall be in accordance with Article 9.

2.5 General Design Criterja

2.5.1. The City shall notify MTA of any revisions or additions to City design standards.
The Design of each Rearrangement, whether fumished by City or by MTA (or by their
consultants or contractors), shall conform to the Cily Standards and ordinances as defined in
Section 1.3.9 and Exhibit “C”. Together with revisions or additions therelo, which are required to -
be incorporated into the design product pursuant to the following provisions in Section 2.5.

2.5.2 With respect to Reamangements as to which the Subject Transit Project is being
procured on a Design/Build basis, the Design product shall incorporate any revisions or additions
to the City Standards of which City has notified MTA on or before the earlier of (i) twenty (20)
waorking days after their formal issuance or adoplion, and (ii) the applicable City Comment Due
Date. The Design product also shall incorporate any subsequent revisions of or additions fo the
City Standards of which City notifies MTA prior to the deadline scheduled by the parties
pursuant o Section 2.3.2 for City’s final comments on the Final Design, provided that (a) such
subsequent revisions or additions (i) do not require Design product changes necessitating
resubmittal of the Design product to the City and (ii) do not increase the cosl of and/or time for
Construclion as initially estimated or require amendment of, or change order for, any related
Construction documenis, or (b) such revisions or additions result from changes in federal or state
laws, rules or regulations which mandale incorporation of the changes into the Design product.

2.5.3. City agrees that it shall not adopt any new City Standards, or otherwise amend or
supplement any existing City Slandards, [or the sole or primary purpose of affecting any Transit
Project.
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2.5.4 City agrees to comply wilh section 2.5 as long as the applicable Transil Project
stays within the original general timeline and/or schedule for its design and construction. If the
Project is placed on hold by MTA, for any reason, for a period of two (2) or more years, the City
will have the option to review and modify any City standards from the previous design. The City
will not be liable for any costs due to the changes in standards due to this type of project delay.

2.6 Changes in Approved Plans

Following City approval, changes in Design shall require both MTA’s and City's
approval. MTA shall not unreasonably withhold its consent or approval necessary fo incorporate
City requested changes into approved plans or specifications. All changes required to
accommodate differing site conditions are the responsibility of MTA, ils consultants, and
contraclors. Field changes required due to differing site conditions must be reviewed and
approved by the City. MTA, its consultants, and contraclors must comply with all applicable
City Standards and ordinances as provided in Sections 1.3.11 and 2.5,

2.7 Specific Design Requirements for Rearrangements

2.7.1 Surface Openings. To (he exlent practical, MTA shall locate surface openings, if
any, such as ventilation gratings, to cause the least effect on exisling features of landscape and
improvemenis and the least public disruption, and when practicai they shall be located in MTA
owned lands. In determining location of surface openings, health and safety concerns are
paramount. Placement of ventilation gratings in sidewalks will be avoided, as much as possible
at all times, and obtain City concurrence prior to placement. Other openings, such as mechanical
access openings shall be pemmilted in sidewalks provided said openings are enclosed by a
mutually acceptable method. The exact location.and size of such openings shall be mutually
agreed upon by the City and MTA. :

2.7.2. Landscaping. Trees and landscaped areas under ownership or daily control of
City shall be preserved whenever practical. Trees in a Transil Projecl’s construction area and
which are to remain shall be adequatcly protected. Trees that must be rémoved due to
Reamrangements shall be replaced in accordance with applicable City Standards and shall be
coordinated with the City’s Bureau of Street Services, Street Tree Division. Landscaped areas
removed due to Rearrangements shall be reslored 1o the original condition to the extent practical
as agreed to by the City and MTA using approved plans. Preservation and/or replacement of
trees and landscaping al parks affected by Transit Projects shall be coordinated with City's
Depariment of Recreation and Parks. A tree replacement report may be required, al City’s
discretion, depending on the extent and type of tree replacement.

2.7.3. Traffic Control Devices Certain of the contemplated Construction will require the
removal and reinslallation of traffic conlrol devices. Provided that MTA’s plan for same has
been approved by City, City hereby consents to all removals, temporary installations,
reinstallations and interruption of traffic control devices in compliance with such plan and
deemed necessary by MTA and performed by MTA’s conlraclors; however, MTA shall provide
prior notice in accordance with the SPP Notification Matrix before service of traffic control
devices is inferrupted. MTA will cooperate with City to minimize inlerruption of services of
traffic control devices. As required, MTA shall issue Work Orders 1o City for n€cessary remgval
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and reinstallation of existing parking melers, traffic signals, and other traffic control devices,

including bul not limiled 1o posts, signs, pavement markings, and striping, in accordance with
MTA’s Construction schedule.

2.7.4. Streel Lighting. Certain of the contemplaled Construction will require the
removal, modification, and reinstallation of existing or installation of new Lighting Systems
depending on the impact of the (ransil project on City facililies. Provided that MTA's plan for
same has been approved by City, City hereby consents to all removals, femporary installations,
reinstallations of existing, installation of new lighting systems in compliance with such plan, and
interruptions of Street Lighting Systems in compliance with such plan and deemed necessary by
MTA and performed by MTA’s contractors; however, MTA shall provide at least three (3)
Working Days prior notice in accordance with the SPP Nofification Matrix before service of
Street Lighting Systems is affected , to be approved by the City. MTA will cooperate with City
to minimize interruption of street lighting service. As required, MTA shall issue work orders for
the Rearrangement of lighting system when required.

(a) Any work that will affect lighting systems, maintained by or under the
jurisdiction of City, must be approved for compliance with applicable City Standards by the City
Bureau of Street Lighting. Street Lighling System Design must be forwarded for review and
approval lo the City Director of the Bureau of Street Lighting,

(b) Excepl as mutuzally agreed by the Parties, all lighting syslems maintained
by or, under the jurisdiction of City wilhin the boundaries of a Transit Project, as well as all
lighting systems in the direct vicinity thereof (same circuif), shall be maintained and kept in
operation al all times during Construction. City shall not unreasonably withhold its approval to
interrupt service as necessary for a Transit Project.

(c) In the event of any damage caused by a MTA contractor to lighting
systems maintained by or under the jurisdiction of City, the Bureau of Street Lipghting and
Bureau of Contract Administration must be contacted in accordance with the SPP Notification
Matrix. All damages, must be repaired as soon as reasonably possible, under City inspection by
MTA’s contractor al no expense 1o City. If Cily is performing lighting syslem Consiruction,
then City is responsible only for repair of damage caused by City forces.

2.7.5. Private Projections in Public Ways. Upon a determination by MTA that any
private projections in, over or under any City Facility, including sireets, highways or other City
Rights-of~Way, must be removed to accommodate a Transit Project, MTA shall issue a Work
Order to City, and City shall take any and all reasonable action within its power to require the
elimination of such projections at MTA’s expense prior to the scheduled start of Transit Project
construction in the affecled location, unless the encroachment is a Cily authorized encroachment
which the City has no right or ability to eliminate, move, remove, or otherwise lerminate. If City
is unable lo effect the removal of such projections, MTA shall make its own arrangements for
removal of such projections, whether through exercise of its powers of eminent domain, through
negotiation with the owner, or otherwise, Ifit is delermined that the cost of removal is not the
responsibility of the privale owner, then MTA shall bear the cosl of removal of said projeclions.
Cily shall cooperate with MTA to minimize the cost to eliminate, move, remove or otherwise
terminate projections where determined necessary by MTA and agreed to by the City.
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2.8, ruction Staging Pl

2.8.1. Plan Requirements - Construction staging. MTA, through its consultants,
contractors, subcontractors or agenls, shall develop construclion-staging plans. Construction
staging plans shall provide, among other things, for the handling of vehicular and pedestrian
traffic on streets adjacent to Transit Project Construction with the Construction phasing showing
street closures, detours, waming devices and other pertinent information specified on the plan
(worksite traffic control plans). Such plans shall incorporate actions fo maintain access to
businesses adjacent to the Construction areas, and actions lo ensure safe access and circulation
for pedestrians and vehicular traffic as described in the worksite traffic control plans. MTA will
ensure that the plans complement elements of public awareness as well as mechanisms to assist
affected Parties in complaint resolutions. City understands that MTA requires flexibility in the
execution of Construction phasing and traffic management planning during Constructian, and
therefore agrees to impose requirements for traffic management planning and Construction
sequencing which are necessary in order to secure; ensure, and provide for public health and
safety, and funclionality. All worksite traffic control plans, traffic circulation plans, and
temporary traffic signal plans will be submitled to City for review and approval prior to
implementation.
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2.8.2. Plan requirements — Street Lighting Syslems. MTA, through ils contractors
subcontractors or agents, shall develop street lighting staging plans. Street Lighting Cunstruntinﬂ
staging plans shall provide, among other things, for the safety and security at nighttime of
vehicular and pedestrian traffic on streets adjacent to Transit Project Construction with the Street
Lighting Construction phasing showing street closures, detours, lighting devices, circuil and
power service connections, and other perlinent information. Such plans shall incorporate
lighting levels to maintain safe access to businesses adjacent to the construction areas, and to
ensure safe circulalion for pedesirian and vehicular traffic as described in the City’s Lighting
Standards. The City understands that MTA requires flexibility in the execution of construction
phasing, and therefore agrees to impose minimum requirements for the construction sequencing,
which are necessary in order to achieve reasonsble poals of public health, safety, and
functionality. All street lighting conslruction staging plans will be submitted 1o the City for
review and approval in accordance with section 2.8.4 (b) and in accordance with the SPP prior to
implementation

2.8.3. Review of Plans. City shall review and if determined to be acceptable, approve
worksite traffic control plans or transmit its comments to MTA, within twenty (20) working days -
afler receipt thereof. If no comments are received within such period, the submittal shall be
deemed complele and satisfactory to, and approved by, City. MTA and the City may agres to
%:minn of review time before review period ends, if workload or lack of informalion justifies

2.8.4 Information. To assist MTA in coordination and the development of construction
staging plans, City will furnish to MTA in writing during Design at the time required by MTA's
schedule the following information, or when mutually agreed City shall prepare the worksite
traffic conirol plans which shall include: ' ’

284.1.(a) The traffic lane requirements for streets impacted by construction
activities,

(b) Streets, which may be proposed for closure completely during Construction
and the duration of the closure. (Streets, which are Major and Secondary highways, require
Council and Board of Public Works approval. Local and colleclor streets require Board of
Public Works approval)

(c)  Paking restrictions, which will be imposed during the Construction
period.

(@ Detours.
(e)  Preliminary Haul routes and overloads routes.
2.8.42. All relevant City Facilities information (other than streels):

()  City Facilities in which service must be maintained.

(b)  City Facilities in which service may be abandoned dunng Construction.
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()  Proposed phasing or sequencing of Construction of Rearrangements.

(d)  Rights-of-way, which must be acquired for Replacement Facilitics and
Rearrangements.

29  Assistance by City

Cily agrees to assist MTA, by providing engineering, technical, analytical and
administrative support services with respect to of fire/life safety, police security, transportation
engineering, civil and structural engineering, illuminating engineering, park engineering, storm
drain and sanitalion engineering, public works inspection and in other areas when mutvally
agreed, and in such an event MTA shall issue a Work Order lo City to perform some or all of the
- activities referred to in the following subsections:

2.9.1, Fire/Life Safety. Assistance in the Design, Construclion and operations planning of
Transit Projects as it relates to fire prevention, fire suppression, and emergency preparedness
with respect lo fires or other major disasters. The assisiance shall also include reviews for
conformance of fire/life safety codes, standards and regulations. Fire Department representatives
will be invited to participate as active members of MTA-designaled committees dealing with
fire/life safety issues.

2.9.2, Police Security. Assistance in the Design, Construction and operations planning of
Transit Projects as it relales to personal and property security, deterrence and detection of
criminal aclivily and the apprehension of criminals. The assistance shall also include, if
requested by MTA, participalion by police department representatives as active members of
MTA-designated commiltees dealing with police security.

2.9.3. Transportation Engineening. Assistance in the Design, Construction and operations
planning of Transit Projects as it relates to facililating movement of automobiles, buses and
pedestrians info and from the Transit Projects. The assislance shall also include the preparation
and/or review and approval of work site traffic controls plans, traffic circulation plans, temporary
traffic signal, geomelric striping, traffic signal software development, permanent fraffic signal
plans and monitoring installation of those prepared or installed by MTA's confractors and
consultants, through an MTA Work Order, City will prepare plans for final geomelric striping
and signal plans for Transit Projects.

2.9.4, Nluminatmg Engineering. Assistance in the Design and construction of Streel
Lighting Systems affected by a Transit Project. The assistance shall also include review and
approval of contractor-prepared temporary street lighting and street lighting demolition plans as
well as final resloration Street Lighting System Designs prepared by MTA's contraciors and
consullants, and administration of “Prop. 218". If requested by MTA through a Work Order,
City shall prepare the final demolition and restoration Streel Lightling Systems Designs for
Transit Projects.

2.9.5. Recreation and Park Enpineering. Assistance in the Design, Construction and

operations planning of Transit Projecls as it affects recreational areas, landscaping and lakes
within City parks.
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2.9.6. Geperal Services. Assistance (hrough the provision of general services support
(including helicopler flight services, for the purposes of, among others, traffic moniloring,
general aerial transportation surveillance, public affairs, media affairs, major incident response)
and malerials lesting.

2.9.7. Civil and Structural engineering — Assistance in design, design review, construclion,
and operation of other City facilities,

2.9.8. All Other Areas. Assistance in Design, Construction and operations of other City
Facilities.
210 G iew of Tra

2.10.1. The Parties will develop a mutually agreeable process for MTA submittal of plans
and specifications for Transil Project Facilities localed within, on, under or over City Rights of
Way at the Preliminary Engineering, Design Development and Final Design stages and for City
review and comment regarding same; provided, however, that such submittals and responses
shall conform to MTA’s schedule for the applicable Transit Project and to the followinn

requirements:

(2) Wilhin seven (7) working days afler receipt of a Design submittal for a
Transit Project Facility, (i) City shall inform MTA whether the plans and specifications are
sufficiently complete for City review purposes, and (i) if nol sufficienily complete, City shall so
notify MTA, or shall retum the plans and specifications to MTA together with an identification
of those portions that are not sufficiently complele and a description of the missing information
listing the deficiencies. If no such notice or relumn is received by MTA within such seven (7)
working days, the plans and specifications shall be deemed complete and acceptable for review
purposes. ’ .

(b) Within twenty (20) working days after receipt of each submittal, City shall
review the plans and specificalions and eilher advises MTA that it has no comments, or transmit
ils comments to MTA. City comments will be submitted on a comment malrix and annotated
plans. If no comments are received within such period, the submittal shall be deemed complete
and City shall be deemed to have no comments thereon. Extensions may be requested by the
City and granted by the MTA, if workload and lack of sufficient information justify this action.

(c) The provisions of this Section will also apply 1o any resubmittal of plans
and specifications by MTA, whether in response o a Cily notice or retun of incomplele plans
and specifications, or in response to substantive City comments, Resubmittals shall include the
City's comment matrix, City’s annotated plans, and confirmalion of comment resolution.

2.10.2. MTA will incorporate all City comments made in accordance with the provisions
of this Section. MTA shall conduct comment resolution meelings to address City commments and
reach satisfactory a resolution. .
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2.11 inati t ity and acilities.

2.11.1. Throughout the term of this Agreement, if City plans 10 construct new facilities
unrelated to a Transit Project that would cross or otherwise occupy locations that might conflict
with Construction or operation of a Transit Project, City will coordinate the Design and
installation of such facilities with MTA such that these facilities will minimize conflict with the
Transit Project.

MTA projects, will delay or otherwise conflict with the construction of a Transii Project or any
portion thereof, MTA shall have the right to condition the installation of such facility or other
construction upon such relocation, modifications, and/or scheduling adjustments as mutually
agreed 1o between the City and MTA. MTA will allow the City or others access for emergency
repairs. to existing facilities. This shall not apply to any type of work required for City facilities
because of an MTA project.

2.12. i i ili Facilities — If needed and mutually agreed to,
within 10 days of receipt of MTA’s written requesl, the City will send the written notice required

Article 3

Aunthorization And Property Rights
3.1 Permits

3.1.1. Pursuant to State Law, MTA generally is not subject to zoning or building or
construction permitting ordinances of City when constructing its Transit Projects on City Rights-
of-Way (or on any other public rights of way). However, for every project City will issue a
separate Special Permitting Process and Waiver of Certain Permit Fees (“SPP”) to cover cerain
work on the Public rights-of-way by MTA. The SPP shall be in the form attached here to as
Exhibit ‘A’ — a draft SPP. For those permits covered in the SPP, City acknowledges and agrees
that it shall not exercise or otherwise altempt to assert permitting authority over, and shall not
require the payment of fees or the posting of bonds for, Transit Project Facilities located within,
on, under or over City Rights-of-Way for the period that the specific SPP is in place. MTA’s
plans and specifications for construction of Transit Project Facilities Jocated within, on, under or
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3.1.2. Amendments and modifications {o the SPP necessary io streamline processing
procedures, to reduce processing time or otherwise (o assist MTA in the timely delivery of ils
Transit Projects may be considered by the City Board of Public Works. To the exlent any
conflicls exist or arise between the SPP and this Agreement, the provisions of this Agreement
shall povemn.

3.1.3. Except for cost reimbursement provided through the work order process, City
hereby waives the payment of any permit Costs for permits identified in the SPP. City pemnit
processing Costs will be reimbursed pursuant to Work Order as provided for in this Agreement.
City shall be reimbursed for all work on design build projects that is being performed prior fo the
execulion of this Agreement and all work on this Agreement.

3.1.4. Prior lo commencement of any phase of Transit Project construction that will
affect private properly within the corporate boundanes of City, MTA or its contractor will take
out and pay for any applicable required City permit not otherwise covered by the SPP, and give
City advance written notice of commencement of such construclion.

3.2 Work in Sireets

3.2.1. The Parties recognize that City has the duties of supervising, maintaining and
controlling streels, highways and other City Rights-of-Way, and that MTA has a mandate under
State law to timely construcl Transil Projects. Accordingly, MTA shall give City advance
wiilten notice in accordance with the SPP, where Transit Project Construction requires work in
City Rights-of-Way and shall allow City adequate time for review of relevant plans for such
work in accordance with Section 2.8. MTA shall secure wrillen approval of all plans from the
City for all such work.

3.22. MTA, its consullants, and contractors performing work in City Rights-of-Way
shall take all appropriate actions o ensure safe operalions of the work and the continuance of
service of City Facilities. City reserves the right to slop work, if public health and Safety is or
will be comprised as determined by the Cily staff. Accordingly, Cily, after consullation with
MTA, may require that if MTA's contractors fail to perform such work as called for by the
Design plans prepared hereunder and as may be required by any authorizations issued by City in
connection with such work which are consistent with such Design plans, (i) upon notice (non-
compliance citation) from Cily, the contraclor shall promplly commence lo cure ils failure, and
(i3) if the contractor fails to cure or is not diligently prosecuting such cure 1o completion, City
shall notify MTA. Upon receipt of notice from City, MTA shall cause the contractor to cure ils
failure within the requested time. All work performed in a City Right-of-Way that will control
pedestrian and/or vehicular access will be in accordance with the SPP and the LADOT-approved
Traffic Management Plans. Where Traffic Management Plans are nol specified, the latest Work
Area Traffic Control Handbook, the LADOT Standard Traffic Conlro} Plans or site-specific
WTCP/TCP plans developed by MTA’s contractor will govern as approved by LADOT and the
MTA.



3.3 Temporary and Permanen! Street Closures

MTA and City may agree thal a streel, highway, bridge or other Cily Right-of-Way shal
be temporarily or permanently closed for the necessily and convenience of a Transit Project. If
agreed (o, a Traffic Management Plan mus! be developed, submiltied, and approved by the City,
MTA shall provide notice in accordance with the SPP Nolification Matrix before service of a
City right-of-way is interrupted. Upon notification of a proposed closure, City, as requesied by
MTA, shall initiate the appropriale proceedings wilh Ihe Board of Public Works and if
appropriale City Council, and shall establish the necessary conditions for the closures. This
section does nol preclude Cily from requesting thal cerfain streets not be closed to accommodate
“Special Events” ulilizing those streets, such as parades, and MTA shall cooperale with City to
accommodale such requests; MTA, ils consullanls, and contractors will cooperate with City lo
minimize closures of City right-of-way.

3.4 State Requiremenls

. 3.4.1. Nothing in this Agreement shall be deemed to abridge any applicable federal or
State law or Stale agency authority regarding permils, orders, licenses and like authorizations
that may be required or available in connection with the design and construction of a Transit
project.

3.42. The California Public Ulilities Commission (“CPUC™) has jurisdiction over
establishment of street and pedestrian crossings with MTA’s rail transit tracks, their subsequent
mainlenance or alleration, and their operation. Formal application for establishment or alieration
of said crossings is required by the CPUC. Unless olherwise agreed between MTA and City,
MTA may prépare, subject to concurrence by City, plans and applications therefore. To the
exlent required by law, the Stale Fire Marshal, and Cily Fire Department shall review plans for
and shall perform inspeclions as needed throughout the term of the construction.

3.5 Grani of Rights

If, prior to MTAs scheduled date of commencement of work in a seclion or portion of a
Transit Project, any Rearrangement is necessary to eliminaie a conflict, City may grant to MTA
and/or its designee sulficien! rights, if necessary, to allow MTA to proceed with invesligation of
existing conditions and the construction of that section or poriion of the Transil Project in
accordance with MTA’s schedule; provided, however, that such grant does not unreasonably and
adversely interfere with provision of Cily’s services to the public, or affect public health and
safely; and provided further, thal Cily is permitted under applicable law to grant such right.
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3.6 Replacement Rights-of-Way

Replacement righls-of-way fot the relocation of Conflicting Facililies shall be determined
during Design and, if needed, may be acquired by MTA or City following approval by the
Parties of the location and type of such replacement rights-of-way. It is mutually undersiood and
agreed, however, that when reasonably possible, a Rearrangement shall be located in existing
public ways where the Cily Facilities being replaced were in public ways. The required rights-
of-way shall be acquired so as not to impair MTA’s schedule. If City cannot acquire necessary
private rights-of-way without out-of-pockel expense fo itself, they may be acquired by MTA.
Upon acceptance of the applicable Replacement Facility, City shall convey or relinquish o MTA.
or ils designee, if permilted by applicable law and agreement, al no cost, all City real properly
inlerests being taken out of service by the Rearrangement, and for which replacement real
property inlerests are provided. However, replacement rights-of-way involving real property
controlled by the City's Recreation and Parks Department, if any, shall be handled by a separate
instrument between said Depariment and MTA.

3.6.1. At the requests of MTA, the Cily agrees to consider requests by MTA 1o convey
lo MTA al no cost to MTA, any slreet crossings, slivers, surface easements and temporary
construction easements that may be required for Construction and/or operation of Transit
Projects subject to this Agreement (including both temporary and permanent easements and other
interests), without requiring MTA (o go through the appraisal, negotiations, offer, closing and
transfer process. MTA will prepare or cause to be prepared, the title documents and documents
of conveyance. Said documents will be {ransmilied by MTA’s Representalive to MTA’s
Representalive who shall process them through the required depariments for execution and retumn
them to MTA within 90 days afier receipt, but in any event in accordance with the applicable
Transit Project schedule.

3.6.2. City agrees and acknowledges that this Agreement satisfies any MTA obligations
to Cily and otherwise relating lo the cedification of rights of way, and (hat City shall cooperate
with MTA, and assist MTA, with any right of way cerlification processes involving other entities
or agencies.

3.6.3. The MTA agrees to consider requesls by City on a case by case basis lo convey to
City at no cost lo Cily, any street crossings, slivers, surface easemenis and temporary
construclion easements that may be required for Construction and/or operation of Transit
Projects subject to this Agreement (including both temporary and permanent easements and other
interests), without requiring City 1o go through the appraisal, negoliations, offer, closing and
transfer process. City will prepare or cause lo be prepared, the litle documents and documents of
conveyance. Said documents will be (ransmitled by City’s Representative 1o MTA’s
Representative who shall process them through the required departments for execution and retum
them o City within 90 days after receipt, but in any event in accordance with the applicable
Transit Project schedule.

3.6.4. MTA agrees and acknowledges that this Agreement salisfies any City obligations
to MTA and otherwise relating to the cerification of righls of way, and that MTA shall
cooperate with City, and assist City, with any right of way certification processes involving other
enlilies or agencies.
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If a Rearrangement is made so thal the Replacement Facility will be Jocated within
Transit Project Right of Way owned by MTA, MTA shall provide City with an equivalent
license, if necessary, lo accommodate the Replacement Facility, reasonably satisfaclory to City.
1t is hereby understood that in accepling such a replacement license and in releasing its exisling
rights, City shall acquire reasonable righis to install, operate, maintain and remove Cily Facilities
within the replacemenl license

3.8. Temporary MTA Facilities

Temporary Facilities may be necessary to facililate Construction of a Transil Project
(including Rearrangements). MTA or its designee may vse, without cost, Jands owned or
controlled by City for any Construction related purpose, including, bul not limited 1o, the
ereclion and use of Temporary Facilities thereon; provided that, Cily shall first approve in
wriling (he availability, location and duration of the Temporary Facilities, and this to be
performed on a case-by-case basis. Upon completion of the related Construction and MTA’s
delermination that the Temporary Facililies no longer are needed, MTA shall remove all
Temporary Facilities and restore the area 1o its original condition unless MTA and Cily mulually
agree {o some other arrangement. If this agreed upon duration of a Temporary facility has
expired, the City reserves the right o request tumning over the owned land at anylime prior lo
completion of the project. MTA shall retum the land to the City within forty (40) working days
from the requested date and restore the area as practicable 1o its original condilion.

3.9.Temporary City Facilities

In the event that Temporary Facilities are necessary o effect a Rearrangement being
constructed by Cily, City or ils designee may use, without cost, lands owned or controlled by
MTA for the purpose of using or erecting Temporary Facililies thercon; provided that, MTA..
shall first approve in writing the availability, location and duration of the Temporary Facilities.
Upon completion of the rcarrangement in ils permanent location, City shall remove all
Temporary Facilities and restore the area as nearly as praclicable 1o ils original condition unless
City and MTA mutually agree to some other amangement.

3.10 Nighi and Weekend Work

. City recognizes thal, in order for MTA to meet the Construction schedule for a Transit
Project, MTA, its contractors or others may need to perform a significant amount of work afier
business hours, on weekends, andfor by multiple shifls spanning up to 24 hours per day and up 1o
seven days per week. MTA shall secure from the City Police Commission authorization for
night and weekend work in accordance with the provisions of Los Angeles Municipal code
41.40, but will cooperate with City to minimize such work where reasonably requesled and to
provide miligation for the impact of such work.
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Article 4
Effecting Rearrangements

4.1 MTA Construction of Rearrangements

Unless otherwise agreed between the Parties, MTA shall perform all design and
Consiruction of Rearrangements, MTA or ils contractor shall commence and thereafter
diligently prosecute such Rearranpement work 1o completion in conformance with Design plans
and specifications prepared pursuant to Article 2, and such work shall coincide closely and be
coordinated with MTA's Construction schedule for the Transit Project, including the established
schedule for Construction of Rearrangements. If changes in the Final Design plans or
specifications are necessary, MTA shall first submit such changes lo City for review and
approval before Construction. City shall respond to any such submiftal within 20 working days
afler receipl. MTA shall notify the City Bureay of Contract Administration and Department of
General Services prior lo performing any rearrangement work in accordance with the SPP
Notification Matrix. The City will inspect and fest backfills for wiilities within City Rights-of-
Way as well as all City Facilities owned or operated, or to be owned or operated by the City.
When traffic signal construction is involved, or traffic control devices are impacled, contracior

must also arrange for inspection by calling the LADOT, in accordance with the SPP Motification
Matrix. :

42  City Construction of Rearrangements

- If the Parties mutnally agree that City shall perform Construction of a specific
Rearrangement, MTA shall issue 2 Work Order to City for such Construction and the following
provisions shall govem: :

4.2.1.City shall commence and thereafier diligently prosecute the Construction of such
Rearrangement to completion as authorized by Work Order, in conformance with the Design
plans and specifications prepared and approved pursuani to Asticle 2 and in conformance with
the time schedule set forth in the Work Order. Such Construction shall coincide closely and be
coordinated with MTA’s Construction schedule for the Transit Projecl, including the schedule
for Construction of Rearrangements of other utility, cable, pipeline, and other facilities in the
same segment or portion of the Transit Project. Cily shall coordinate its work with other facility
owners and contractors performing work thal may connecl, complement or interfere with City's
work hereunder or with City Facilities.

4.2.2.Cily shall nolify MTA at least five (5) working days prior to commencing each
Rearrangement so that MTA may make arrangements for such inspection and record keeping as
il may desire. :

4.2.3.All work by City’s forces or its contraciors pursuant to this 0 shall comply with the
environmental controls established in the construclion contract or Design/Build Conlract
between MTA and its contractor for the Subject Transit Project, including without limilation
conslruclion noise and vibration control, pollution controls, archeological coordination, and pale
ontological coordination.
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4.3. Maintenance

City shall schedule, in concurrence with MTA, any routine maintenance of City Facililies
when possible so as nol to interfere with Transit Project construction or operations.

44  “As-Buill" Drawings

MTA and City shall each maintain a set of “as-built” plans of Rearrangements performed '
by MTA and Cily, respectively, during the progress of construction. Red line mark ups for
lemporary lighting syslems, traffic signal systems, and other city facilities shall be submitied 1o
the City within ten (10) working days of construction. All design changes shall be documented
on RFUVRFC forms. The contractor shall update the contract plans with the City approved
changes. The City representative shall meet with MTA and its contractor once a month, prior lo
MTA’s approval of the conlractors monthly progress payment, to check and verify that as-built
plans are being maintained by the contractor and that contracl plans are being updated with all
approved design changes. MTA’s approval of contraclor’s progress payment shall be subject 1o
updating and maintaining a complete set of as-buill drawings. Once the as-built work done by the
contractor is approved by the City, MTA shall arrange for the transfer of as-built information on
the contract plans electronic files in electronic format. Hard copies of the updated plan sheets for
every month shall be submitted to City. Upon completion of the Rearrangement work, the Party
that performed the work shall furnish the other Party with reproducible “as-built” drawings
showing all Replacement Facilities installed by the performing Party, within sixty (60) working
days after completion of work for each set of plans. All “as-built” plans (whether provided by
MTA or by Cily) shall be in a format, which conforms lo the City's electronic formal. These
specifications in MTAs contract documents shall be reviewed and approved by the City before
the D/B RFP is issued as reflected in Exhibit ‘C”. If the drawings submitted by either Party are
incomplete or nonconforming to such required format, they will be returned to that Parly for
correclion at ils expense.

45  Reproducible Coptract Documents

MTA and City agree to provide the other with suilable Mylar reproducible copies of
those final contract documents that they have prepared or caused to be prepared to govem the
Construction of a given Rearangement by their respeclive contraclor so that each Party may
compile a complete set of contract documents. Bach Party shall prepare or cause 1o be prepared
the conlract documerits for which it is responsible .

4.6 nder ice Alert

Prior to any commencement of underground work by either Party, Underground Service
Alert shall be notified in accordance with State Law by such Party or its contractor.

4.7.  Cily Aclivilies

If City plans 1o underiake or authonize any activities within or near any poriion of a
Transit Project Right-of-Way (including without limitation construction of new facilities, repairs
or modifications to existing facilities, parades, and similar activities) during the period of
Construction of a Transil Projeci, City will coordinale such aclivity with MTA to minimize
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impact, delay or interference with such Construction, and MTA shall reasonably cooperate with
City with regard to same.

Arlicle 5
Inspection

5.1 ion Duri truclion

City and MTA agree that all work on City facilities will conform 1o standard policies and
practices of the City inspector as it relates to inspection, sampling, and testing. The MTA agrees
lo require adherence to such policies and practices by its conlractors.

5.1.1.Notwithstanding City inspeclion or approval of any Construction, all work
performed by either Parly for Construclion of the Transit Projecis shall be subject to MTA
inspection and final approval. MTA also may inspect the Construction of Rearrangements lo
ensure that the work has been performed in accordance with the approved Designs.

5.1.2. All Rearrangemenl Construction of City Facililies and construction of new Cily
Facilities by MTA shall be inspected by City. Such inspection services shall be authorized by
MTA under an appropriale Work Order. Cily shall provide inspectors dedicated 1o MTA’s
Transit Projects who will be available throughout Transit Project Conslruction, al MTA’s -
expense and as needed lo support MTA’s schedule for the Subject Transit Project, 1o observe and
. inspect the Rearrangement of City Facilities so that upon completion of Construclion, City will
have a basis for acceplance of the work. City’s inspeciors shall cooperate and coordinate with
the MTA Representative and MTA’s contractors. City's inspection shall also include planned
field reviews for compliance with construction staging plans, including the Traffic Management
Plans. Inspection will involve the verification of the safety and adequacy of vehicular and
pedestrian access and circulation immedialely adjacent to the Construction area, and
maintenance of appropriale access to direcily affecied businesses, as provided for in said plans.
All City inspectors shall submil copies of daily writien inspection reporis to MTA, each within
24 hours afler the subject inspection. The City may remove and replace any inspeclor within 5
working days afier MTA’s writlen request therefore, for cause.

5.1.3.At the inspections provided in accordance with Sections 3.10.1 and 0, above, each
Party shall inform the other in wriling of any deficiencies or discrepancies in any work
discovered in the course of such inspection. City will provide immediate verbal notice of
nonconformance lo MTA’s construction manager as well as io MTA slall (as designated by the
MTA Representative), [ollowed by a wrilten nonconformance nolice not later than 24 hours afler
discovery. Likewise, MTA will provide immediale verbal nolice of nonconformance to the City
Representative (or to such other City staff as may be designated by the City Representalive),
followed by a wrillen nonconformance notice not laler than 24 hours afler discovery. Each
nonconformance nolice shall include an explanation of the resolulion desired by the notifying
Party. All nonconformance’s with respect to Transit Project Facilities Constructed by City or its
contractors pursuant to Arlicle 6 must be correcled or resolved so that the Construction conforms
1o the final design and other requirements of the procurement documents approved by MTA (or
in the case of work performed by City's own forces, 10 the final design approved by MTA and
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the requirements imposed pursuant to Section 6.1). All nolices of nonconformance provided by
City with respect lo City Facilities shall be addressed in accordance with Section 2.1 4.

5.2  Final Inspection

As soon s lhe work of any specific Rearrangement has been completed (and tesled when
called for by the approved Design), the Parly, which performed the Construction work, shall
notify the other Party in writing that the Rearrangement is ready for final inspection. All final
inspections by City will be starled wilhin seven (7) working days following request for same by
MTA’s contraclor in accordance with the SPP Nolification Matrix. The final inspection of any
Rearrangement shall be atlended by the MTA Representalive and the Cily Represeniative at
MTA’s expense. Each Parly will provide to the other Parly’s Representative immediale verbal
notice of any deficiencies or discrepancies in any Construction work discovered in the course of
the final inspection, followed by a written nonconformance notice within three (3) working days
thereafier. Each nonconformance notice shall include an explanation of the resolution desired by
the nolifying Party. All nonconformance’s with respect to Transit Project Facilities Constructed
by Cily or its contraclors pursuant lo Article 6 must be corrected or resolved so that-the
Construction conforms o the final design, all approved changes, and other requirements of the
procurement documents approved by MTA (or in the case of work performed by Cily's awn
forces, to the final design approved by MTA and the requirements imposed pursuant to Section
6.1). All notices of nonconformance provided by City with respect 1o City Facilities shall be
addressed in accordance with Section 2.1.4. Bolh Parties’ inspectors shall be available fo observe
and inspect any comrective work performed, as needed to support MTA's schedule for the Transit
Project. Promplly upon completion of the Rearranged City Facility (including if applicable,
completion of any comective work performed), the City Engineer and the City Inspector of
Public Works shall fumnish its written notice that construction of the City Facilily is accepted.
City’s acceplance is contingent upon MTA submitting to Cily and securing City’s approval on all
required pos! construclion documents, such as the as-buill drawings. '

53  Malera uipment and Protot estin

5.3.1. Materials Testing

City shall have the right to test materials used in Construction of City Facililies by
MTA’s contractors. MTA or ils contraclor shall notify City inspection by noon of the working
day before plant inspection is required. Plant inspection siles outside a 50-mile radius of the City
require- prior authorizalion of the City inspeclor and MTA shall notify Cily inspection three (3)

. working days in advance when 2 plant inspection is required. MTA shall have the right 1o have
- its wilnesses attend all such tests. City shall provide copies of the testing reports wilhin seven

(7) working days afier each test, as well as providing lo MTA access lo the samples used and to
the tesling laboratory for inspection of ils equipment.

5.3.2 Equipment and Prolotype Testing

Equipment and/or “or equal equipment” not approved by the Cily, Bureau of Streel
Lighting will require evaluation and testing prior to installation. The Contracior shall submil
shop drawings stamped and signed by a licensed structural or civil engineer registered in the
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Stale of California and a prototype to the Bureau of Sireet Lighting 45 Working Days prior to
starling construction. Wrillen approval from the Bureau of Street Lighting on the shop drawing
is required prior to fabrication of any new equipment intended for use on a City Facility.

5.4, Use of Improvements During Construction

City reserves the right to take over and utilize all or any completed part of any City
Facility (“Utilization), unless such Ulilization would interfere with Transit Project
Construction.. MTA must be given reasonable advance notice thereof, If City agrees in wriling
prior to such Utilization then such Utilization will be deemed acceplance of that Facility or par
thereof, and any subsequent damage thereto shall be City’s responsibility unless caused by
MTA’s or ils contraclors. Thereafler, MTA will not be required to re-clean such portions of the
Facility except for cleanup made necessary by Transit Project Construction aclivities.

. Arlicle 6
Transit Project Work By City

In addition to specific Rearrangements which City may construct pursuant to Section 0,
MTA and City may agree that City shall Design and Construct or cause to be Constructed certain
Transit Project Facilities (or componenis thereof). In such event, Design and Construction for
such work shall proceed as follows:

6.1 Standards

All Design and Construction by City (or its consultants or contraclors) pursuant fo this
Article 6 shall conform to standards and specificalions as established by the City and MTA.

6.2 Work Order for Desipn

When Mulvally agreed between MTA and City, MTA shall issue a Work Order to City,
within 60 calendar days of City’s request for such work order, for the Design of such Transit
Project Facilities (or components thereof). i

6.3 Design

If City agrees 1o perform the design work, upon complelion of the Preliminary
Engineering Design, City shall provide MTA with a preliminary estimate of the Cost of the
Construction work, and City’s estimate of MTA's share of such Cost, logether with preliminary
plans, specificalions, and drafl bid package. Upon MTA’s approval thereof, City shall finalize
all of the foregoing. MTA reserves the right {in its sole discretion) 1o reject the preliminary
plans, specifications and drafl bid package. In such a case MTA shall reimburse the City for all
authorizéd costs incurred in preparing the plans, specifications, and bid package.

6.4
Upon MTA’s approval of the final plans, specifications, bid package and Construction
Cosl eslimate, Cily shall advertise the contract for bids. Cily shall then inform MTA of MTA’s
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share of the Cost based upon the winning bidder’s unit prices, and shall furnish MTA with copies
of the extract of bids, together with sets of the final plans and specifications. MTA shall have the
right lo require 2 minimum number of bids, to specify certain of the Parties to whom bid requests
are submilled, to review the bids, and to approve the conlract award recommendalion prior to
presentation to the Board of Public Works for award of the contract. Cily staff shall not bring a
maller to the Board of Public Works for award of a contract unti] the lowes! responsive
responsible bidder has been approved by MTA. MTA reserves (he right (in its sole discretion) to
reject all bids, but in such cases MTA 'shall still reimburse the City for the Design and review
costs allocable to the Transit Project.

6.5 Construclion by Conlractor

Afler review and approval of the bids by MTA, MTA shall issue a Work Order 1o City
for Cily staff work. Cilty shall notify MTA of the amount of advance monies needed to award the
contract and monies for contract progress payments thereafier. MTA shall reimburse the City per
the terms of this agreement or as mutually agreed within the work order. Cily shall thereafter
obtain MTA’s approval for modifications to the contract which will affect the Transit Project
and, in any event, shall inform MTA promptly when City has reason 1o believe that the Cost
eslimale is likely to be exceeded, and shall obtain MTA approval prior {o granling of any such
increase.

6.6 Construction by City Forces

Should City and MTA agree that work could be performed by City forces, the Cost
estimate o perform the work and MTA s share thereof shall be furnished to MTA for approval,
MTA reserves the right to reject such Cost estimate in its sole discretion, but agrees (o reimburse
the Cily for all costs of the work performed up o that poinl. Upon MTA’s approval of the Cosl
estimale and Design, MTA shall issue a Work Order to City for the Cily's cost of design and
construction. The Work Order shall also reimburse the City for all costs that City inéurred prior
1o issuance of the Work Order by MTA, if the work is authorized by MTA. City shall obtain
MTA’s prior approval for any changes from the approved Design or increase fo the approved
Cost estimate. -

6.7 Inspeclion

All Construction performed by a contraclor for the Cily pursuant 1o this Article 6 shall be
subject to inspection in accordance with the provisions of 0. City inspection services on the
work performed pursuant to this Seclion 6.7 shall be authorized by Work Order and shall be
reimbursable in accordance with the procedures set forth in 0. ’

6.8 Reports and Invoices

City shall furnish lo MTA a monthly progress and accounting reporl for the work
performed pursuant to this Arlicle 6 in a mutually agreeable format. In addition, upon request by
MTA, City shall furnish, along with the monthly repori, an invoice and request for payment
based on the Cost of the Construction work performed, in accordance with Article 8.

6.9 Requiremenis
=2
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6.9.1. All Design, Construction and other activities fo be performed by City pursuant to
this Article 6 shall be carried out in conformance with the time schedule(s) set forth in the
applicable Work Order(s). Such schedules shall accommodate variables, including changes in
the contractor’s schedule, availability of information, or passage of a Proposition 218 vote for
Lighting System Work. Such time schedule(s) shall coincide closely and be coordinated with
MTA's schedule for the Transit Project. City shall coordinate its work with other facility owners
and contractors performing work that may connect, complement or inlerfere with City's wark
pursuant to this Article 6 or with the Transil Project Facilities (or components thereof) being
constructed by City.

6.9.2. All work by City’s forces or ils contractors pursvant lo this Article 6 shall comply
with the environmental controls established in the construction contract or Design/Build Contract
between MTA and its contractor for the Transil Projest, including without limitation construction
noise and vibration control, pollution controls, and archeological and pale ontological

coordination.
Article 7
Disposition of Salvaged Materials

7.1 Salvage

The Parties may salvage cerlain malerials belonging to City during the course of
Rearrangement as mutually agreed by the parlies durng the Design slage. If they are to be
reused, the MTA’s contraclor shall exercise Teasonable care in removal and storage of such
materials. Materials shall be inspected and stored until such {ime as the progress of work allows
the reinstallation of such materials. Malerials which are not 1o be reused in a Rearrangement but
which City desires to reclaim may be recovered by City forces within a mutually agreed upon
time frame or shall be returned by MTA to a Jocation proximate to the salvage site and suitable
to City. Subject to acceptance by MTA, if materials removed by MTA are nol reused and are not
desired by City, such materials shall become the property of MTA, unless otherwise mutually -

agreed.

7.2 Salvage Credils

MTA shall receive a credit for salvage and transporting of such materials described
" herein that are used or reclaimed by City, as provided in Article 9.

Article 8
Reimbursements To City

8.1 Reimbursement to City

Excepl with respect lo Betterments, the issuance of a Work Order shall obligate MTA to
reimburse City in the manner provided by this Agreement for, and the term “Cosl™ shall mean,
the direct and indirect costs actually incurred by City [or activities or work performed or
malerials acquired in accordance with the terms of this Agreement, less credits to MTA as
provided in Article 9. Direct cosls shall include allowable direct Jabor cosls spenl specifically
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for work performed under this Agreement. Indirect cosls shall be compuled based upon the
Indirect cost Rales approved annually for the City by ils cognizant agency {currently the United
States Department of Labor pursuant to Circular A-87 of the Office of Management and Budget
and Publication OASC-10), for allocation 1o Federally funded or State funded contracts. Unless
the Intemal Revenue Service and the California Public Utilities Commission issue regulations or
rulings to the contrary, reimbursable costs will not include taxes purportedly arising or resulling
from MTA's payments (o City under this Agreement. Notwilhslanding and in lieu of the
foregoing, 2 fixed price for certain Design and/or Construction by Cily may be established upon
mulual agreement of the Parties, as set forth in the applicable Work Order. Any such fixed price
shall include all applicable credits due pursuant lo Arlicle 9 with respect fo such work.

8.2 Reimburs for ed Facilit

In those cases in which MTA and City agree that the construction of a Transit Project will
eliminate the service need for a specific Conflicting Facility, MTA shall not be required to
replace or compensate Cily for the Conflicting Facility, in which case MTA shall compensate
City only for necessary Costs incurred in Abandoning the Conflicting Facility; provided,
however thal MTA shall not be responsible for any other Costs relating to the presence or
existence of any environmental hazard on, in, under or about a Conflicting Facility or other Cily
Facility, including but no limited to any “hazardous subslance” as that term is defined under the
Comprehensive Environmental Response unless MTA or its contractor caused the environmental
hazard through its actions. MTA will assist with the determination of the party responsible for
the “hazardous substance” and assist in making them accountable for the measures necessary to
re-mediate the site.

- Article 9
Reimbursements And Credits To MTA

9.1 Survey; Review of Records

The amount of credils or payments, as applicable, due MTA for salvage shall mutually.
be agreed on between MTA and City based upon applicable books, records, documents and other
data of City. To assist in the delermination of credits or payments due MTA under this
Agreement, MTA and City may conduct an inspection survey of each Conflicting Facility during
the Design stage. Pursuant 1o a Work Order, Cily shall provide MTA with drawings, plans or
other records necessary to conduct such survey. The survey shall describe the physical
altributes, date of construction or installation and present condition of each Conflicting Facility;
shall report the expecled service life of each Conlflicling Facilily as derived from Cily's records;
and shall state whether City inlends lo salvage malerials contained in each Cily Facility.

9.2 Salvage

As applicable, salvage credit shall be allowed or City shall pay for salvage, for items of
malerials and equipment recovered from existing City Facilities, that the City intends to re-use,
in the performance of Construction work specified herein. The amount of salvage credil or
payment, if any, shall equal the depreciated value of like or similar materiais as determined by
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mutual agreement, plus storage and transporiation Costs of such materials salvaped for Cily's use
as directed by the City.

9.3 Belterments

MTA shall receive payment for all Cosis as defined in Seclion 9.7 relating to Belterments.
Bettermenl paymenls initially shall be based upon the estimaled incremental additional cost to
conslruct the Rearrangement defermined as the sum of the. estimated cosl of the Design and
Construction of the Rearrangement with (he Betterment less the estimated cost of Construction
of (he Rearrangement without the Betlerment. All estimates of Construction costs shall be based
upon the unif price schedules used by the City in its usual estimaled practices and agreed to by
the Parties. The inilial Betterment paymenits shall be reconciled by the Parlies agains! actual Cost
al the project closeout.

9.4 Crediis to MTA Where City Performs Work

MTA shall receive.a credil against work performed by Cily, if contracted by MTA to
perform the work, under this Agreement for salvage and Betlerments, and Expired Service Life
of City Facilities. The amount of such credits shall be delermined as provided in this Arlicle.
All credits pertaining to a particular Rearrangement or other ilem of work hercunder shall be
reflected on the applicable invoice(s) submitted by City.

0.5 Paymenis o MTA Where MTA Performs Wo

MTA shall receive payment from City for salvage, Costs of Bettenments, and expired life
service of City Facilities where MTA performs work. The amount of payment due shall be:
determined as provided in this Asticle 9. MTA shall invoice City for such payment in
accordance with Section 11.7, and City shall make payments io MTA in accordance with
Section 11.8.

9.6. Expired Service Life Value

MTA shall receive a credit or payment for the Expired Service Life Value of each
Conflicting Facility being replaced, if the Replacement Facilily will have an expected period of
usefu] service greater than the period which the existing Conflicting Facility would have had,
had it remained in service and the Reamangement nol been made. For purposes of this
Agreement, “Expired Service Life Value™ shall mean the amount caleulated by multiplying the
Cosl of the Replacement Facility by a fraction, the numerator of which is the age of the
Conflicting Facility and the denominator ol which is the eslimaled overall service life of the
Conflicting Facility. The amoun! of credit or payment for Expired Service Life Value shall be
agreed upon by City and MTA in the appropriale Work Order, in accordance with the foregoing
calculation. MTA shall not receive a credil or payment for Expired Service Life Value for street
pavements, curbs, gutlers, sidewalks, traffic signals, traffic control devices, and street lights,
sewers, and storm drain Facilities. In no instance, however, shall the credil for accumulated
depreciation exceed the original cost of the conflicting Facility being replaced.
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9.7. Reimbursement 1o MTA

The term “Cost” shall mean the direct and indirect costs actually incurred by the MTA
and atiributable to activity or work performed or malerials acquired in performing a lask
pursuant (o this Agreement. Direct costs shall include allowable direct labor, equipment and
malerials costs spent specifically for work performed under this Agreement. Indirect cosis shal]
include administrative and overhead costs at the rale therefore established by MTA from time to
lime. MTA shall maintain its standard forms and records showing actual time expended and
costs incurred under cach Work Order or reasonable formula from which to delermine MTA
administralive and overhead cost. The term “Cost" shall also include additional costs due from
the MTA 1o its contractors and/or consultants as a direct result of changes in design for which
City is responsible under Article 2-Design, including delays that may result, provided that MTA,
its consullants and contractors, have pursued the requested design change in a diligent and limely
manner, have met their obligations under this agreement, and MTA demonstraled to the Cily that
the change or delay has resulted in an adverse impact to the cost of the project and MTA presenis
the necessary data to document the costs incurred.

Article 10
Indemnity, Warranties And Insurance

10.1  Indemnity

10.1.1. MTA agrees to indemnify, defend and save harmless City, its officers, agenls and
employees from and against any and all liability, expenses (including engineering and defense
cosls and legal fees), claims, losses, suits and actions of whatever kind, and for damages of any
nature whatsoever, including but not limited fo, bodily injury, death, personal injury, or property
damage arising from or connecled with MTA's perfonmance hereunder,

10.1.2, City agrees to indemnify, defend and save harmless MTA, ils members, agents,
officers and employees from and against any and all liability, expenses (including engineering
and defense cosls and Jegal fees), claims, Josses, suits and aclions of whatever kind, for damages
of any nature whatsoever, including but not limiied to, bodily injury, death, personal injury or
properly damage arising from or connecled with City's actual design or construction
performance.

10.1.3. In coniemplation of the provisions of Seclion 895.2 of the Government Code of
the State of Califomia imposing cerfain tort liabilily jointly upon public entities solely by reason
of such enlities being Parties lo an agreement as defined by Section 895 of said Code, the Parlies
hereto, as between themselves pursuant to the authorization contained in Sections 895.4 and
895.6 of said Code, will each assume the full liability imposed upon it, or any of its officers,
agenis or employees, by law for injury caused by negligen! or wrongful acl or omission
occurring in the performance of this Agreement to the same extent that such parly would be
responsible under Seclions 10.1.1 and 10.1.2 hereof. The provisions of Section 2778 of the
California Civil Code are part hereof as if fully set forth herein.
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102 Wamanty

MTA and ils conlractors will provide warranties for excavalions and rearrangements as
follows:

(2)  Inlieu of providing a bond normally associated with the permit authority of City
relating lo excavations in, or adjacent to,. City Righis-of-Way, MTA warrants that any work
affecting the structural stability of City Rights-of-Way shall be free from defect. Said warranty
is for a period of two (2) years [ollowing City acceplance. Pursuant to this warranty and for the
warmanly period only, MTA, al its sole expense, shall remedy any damage io City Rights-of-Way
to the extent caused by a feilure of such structural support installed by MTA during the warranty
period.

(b)  In connection wilh Rearrangements performed by MTA or its contractors and any
work performed by Cily or its contraclors hereunder, warranlies supplied by contractors shall be
made for the benefit of both City and MTA. Additionally and again in connection solely with
Rearrangements performed by MTA or ils contractors and any work performed by Cily or its
contractors hereunder, City and MTA each warrant lo the other for a period of one (1) year from
and afler acceptance of the work, unless otherwise specified, that any work performed by or for
them shall be free from defect; this limiled wamanty is the sole warranly given by City and/or
MTA, and, pursuant to this warranty, and for the warranty period only, City or MTA, as the case
may be, shall remedy any such discovered defect at its sole expense.

103  Contraclor Insurance

Any Design or Construclion contract entered into by MTA or City in connection wilh a
Rearrangement or with work on Transit Project Facilities performed by City pursuant to Article
6, shall conlain a provision which requires the peneral comlractor, as part of the liability
insurance requirements, 1o provide an endorsement 1o each policy of general lisbility insurance
which names City and MTA as additional insured’s. -Unless otherwise mutually agreed by the
Pasties, Construction general coniractors shall provide evidence of insurance in the following
amounis: $5,000,000 in General Liability, $1,000,000 in Workers’ Compensation/Employer’s
Liability, and $1,000,000 in Auto Liability. Unless otherwise mutually agreed by the Parties,
Design contraclors shall provide evidence of insurance in (he following amounts: $5,000,000 in

"General Liability, $1,000,000 in Workers’ Compensation/Employer’s Liability, $1,000,000 in

Auto Liability, and $1,000,000 in Professional Liability. No insurance shall be reduced in scope
or cancelled without thirty (30) days prior written notice to MTA and City. Cily recognizes and
agrees that insurance can be provided by MTA through an owner-controller insurance program.
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Article 11
Work Plans, Work Orders, Billings, Deadlines And Delays

11.1  Work Performed by City

All work to be performed by City under this Agreement will coincide closely with MTA’s
Design and Construction schedule for each Transit Project. Consislent wilh ils own staffing and
workload requirements, City shall allocate sufficient staff and other resources necessary 1o
provide the level of service required to meet the scope of work and said schedules as identified in
Work Orders submilted by MTA.

11.2 Work Plans

To assist the MTA and City in estimating the level of service to be provided for each
Transil Project which will require work by City pursuant to this Agreement, MTA and City will
cooperate to develop a mutually agreeable annual work plan for each such Transit Project for
each MTA Fiscal Year for which such work by City will be required, in accordance with the
following provisions:

11.2.1. Not later than February 28 of each calendar year during the term of this
Agreement, MTA shall provide City with information with respect to anticipated Transit Project °
requirements. MTA’s provided information shall include 2 list of each ilem of work that MTA
anlicipales to request from City with respect to the each subject Transit Project during the
upcoming MTA Fiscal Year, and the estimated start and finish dates for the work item that MTA
anticipates to request from the City. Within thirty (30) working days afier receiving the required
information from MTA, City shall submit a preliminary annual work plan to MTA for each
Transil Project that requires work by City during the upcoming MTA Fiscal year, which would
include an estimated amount of money that City will require reimbursement for work performed
and purchase of requested items.

11.2.2. For each MTA Fiscal Year, following MTA’s receipt of the preliminary annual
work plans pursvant to Section 11.2.1, City and MTA shall each negotiale in good faith such
issues as are necessary in order o finalize such annual work plans, not later than April 30 prior
to the commencement of such MTA Fiscal Year.

11.2.3. For each MTA Fiscal Year, within 60 days afier City's submittal 1o MTA of the
final annual work plans agreed upon by the Parlies, MTA shall issue lo Cily Work Orders
identifying each ilem of work MTA anficipales City will perform through the end of the MTA
Fiscal Year, the amount of money City and MTA agreed that Cily will be reimbursed therefore,
and (he anticipated schedule City will be required to meet in its performance of such work. For
funding purposes, such Work Orders may be made effective as of the estimated work start date
for the-described activities upon Cily sign off. Regardless, the City acknowledges that, due to
the dynamics of the Transil Projects and related Construction, such Work Orders will be subject
Ao amendments (including addilions, deletions and modifications), and addilional Work Orders
may be issued throughoul the MTA Fiscal Year as deemed appropriale by MTA [for its Transit
Projects, as approved by the City by signing off the amendment to the Work Order.
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11.3  Work Orders

MTA shall issue Work Orders to Cily, following Cily’s submiltal of an estimate in the
form required by MTA, to authorize the performance of all work and the purchase of all
materials and equipment required under the terms and condilions of this Agreement. City or
City's conlractor and subcontracior may perform any work so authorized, Coniraclors engaged
by City to perform work covered by this Agreement shall comply with all applicable labor and
olher laws and agreements. Cily shall cooperale with MTA and take such actions as MTA may
reasonably request lo ensure such compliance. Each Work Order shall specify the work (o be
performed and any materials or equipment 1o be acquired, the amount of money, which Cily will
be reimbursed therefore, and a schedule, including the eslimaled starling and finishing dates for
work so authorized. Work Orders shall include schedules, which are consistent with and
supportive of the MTA Design ‘and Construction schedule and will require City acceptance
through sign off of the Work Order. City shall not be authorized to do any work, and shall not be
paid, credited or reimbursed for Cosis or expenses associated wilh any work, not requested by
Work Order, unless otherwise mutually agreed in wriling. Cily shall be reimbursed for all costs
associaled for implementing, developing, and executing of this Master Cooperalive agreement
and all work related to preparing and implementing the Annual Work Programs. .

114 Work Order Changes

11.4.1. Any proposed changes in a Work Order issued under this Agreement shall be
submitted in writing to MTA for its prior approval. If MTA fails to respond in wriling 1o a
requesled change within the time eslablished in Section 14.1, the change shall be deemed
accepted. However, any proposed change occasioned by emergency field construclion
difficulties may be submitted to MTA orally or by telephone, and shall be confirmed later in
writing by City. In such event, MTA agrees lo acl on such request as promplly as possible, and
ils resident engineer may convey MTA's decision orally, Lo be confirmed later in writing.

11.4.2. MTA may terminate any Work Order at any time al its sole discretion, butl MTA
will reimburse City in accordance with this Agreement for Costs, if any, already incurred by
City. If MTA terminates a work order, which allowed work under the Project SPP, the City may
lerminate the SPP. City agrees lo notify MTA if at any time Cily has reason {o believe that the
Costs which it expects to incor under any Work Order in the next 60 days, when added to all
Cosis previously incuired, will exceed 75% of the lotal Costs specified in the Work Order, or if
at any time City has reason to believe that the tolal Costs under said Work Order will be in
excess of ten percent (10%) greater or less than previously estimated Costs or that the estimated
finishing date will be later than the date staled in the Work Order. City will request writien
revisions of Work Orders in the event of anticipated cost overruns or completion delays;
provided, however, that any such revision is subject to MTA's approval, and subject fo
Section 14.14, MTA may withhold its approval of any medification of scheduling requirements
in its sole discretion. Without MTA's prior approval, City will not be reimbursed for Costs
expended in excess of maximum amounts staled in a Work Order.




11.5 Deadlines and Delays

11.5.1. City shall perform its work under this Agreement in accordance with the
deadlines and schedules established in this Agreement or in the Work Order. Subject to Section
14.14, if MTA has been requested to respond and has responded fo City in a timely manner, and
City fails to meet a deadline or schedule established in this Agreement or in the applicable Work
Order for Design, Construction or any other aclivity, MTA must demonstrate to the City that this
failure constitules an adverse impact 1o the cost of the project and is a direct result of the delays
to MTA’s construclion contract’s critical path work. Then City shall be responsible for all actual
documented costs and expenses incurred by MTA arising out of such delay. MTA's Response (o
the City must address Cily’s review comments, City's request for informaltion, and nolices on
design and/or construction. City shall pay MTA the amount due pursuant to this Sectionl1.5
within 90 days afier receipt of demand, accompanied by necessary dafa to document the cosls
incurred. If MTA and City agree, MTA may deduct the amount due from City to MTA pursuant
to the Section 11.5 from payment (or payments, if necessary) next due to City under this

Agreement.

11.5.2. MTA and its contractors shall timely commence, diligenlly prosecute and
complete MTA’s Construction and other aclivilies for each Rearrangement on or before the
applicable deadlines established in this Agreement or in the respective Work Orders. If MTA or
s contractor fails to meet such deadline, than any affected time deadlines for City's
Construction or other activities under this Agreement or any Work Order shall be revised
accordingly.

11.5.3. In addition to and withou! limiling any righis or remedies available under this
Section 11.5 or otherwise, if City fails to complete its wotk on any Rearrangement on or before
the deadline established in the applicable Work Order, or if MTA reasonably delermines that
City will be unable to timely complete such work, MTA (without incurring any additional.
liability other than the Cosls incurred as sel forth in Seclion 11.4.2) may terminate City's work
on such Rearrangement by giving notice to City in eccordance with Section 11.4.2, and either
perform the remaining work itself or cause such work lo be performed by MTA's conlractor,
subject fo the City’s approval and inspeclion processes where Cily facilities are involved, I
MTA takes over work as provided in this Section 11.5.3, City shall cooperate and assist MTA as

provided in this Agreement,
11.6 Procedures for City Billings to MTA

The Parties agree that the following procedures shall be observed for Cily's submission to
MTA of monthly billings, on a progress basis, for work performed by Cily under a specific Work
Order:

11.6.1. City's billings shall begin as soon as praclicable following the commencement of
a specific Rearrangement or other work under a given Work Order, and shall follow Cily’s
standard billing procedures. Invoices, and other data lo document costs incurred, shall be

provided o MTA upon request. Each billing shall be noled as either “progress” or “final,” shall
be addressed lo the MTA Represenlative, and shall include a certification that the charges
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identified in such billing were appropriate and necessary lo performance of the referenced
contract, and have nol previously been billed or paid. The final billing, with a notation that all
work covered by a given Work Order has been performed, shall be submitted to MTA as soon as
practicable following the completion of the Rearrangement or other work, shall recapitulate prior
progress billings, shall show inclusive dates upon which work billed therein was performed, and -
shall include a certification that the charges identified in such billing were appropriate and
necessary lo performance of the referenced contract, and have not previously been billed or paid.

11.6.2. The Department of Transportation shall be the City's “Billing Agency” and will
process all billings and collect and disburse funds.

11.7  Procedures for MTA Billings to City

In those cases in which MTA performs Rearrangement or other work which js
reimbursable to MTA in whole or in part under the terms of this Agreement, MTA shall submit
to City monthly progress statements indicaling actual work performed during the billing period,
the direct and indirect Costs thereof, and City’s share of such Costs. MTA billing shall begin as
soon as praclicable following the commencement of a specific Rearrangement or other work, and
shal] follow MTA's standard billing procedures. Each billing shall be noted as either progress or
final, shall be addressed lo the City Representative, and shall include a cerlification that the
charges identified in such billing were appropriale and necessary lo performance of the
referenced contract, and have not previously been billed or paid. The final billing, with a
notation thal all work covered thereby has been performed, shall be submitied to City as soon as
practicable following the completion of said Rearrangement or other work, shall recapitulate
prior progress billings, shall show inclusive dales upon which work billed therein was
performed, and shall inclode a certification that the charges identified in such billing were
appropriale and necessary lo performance of the referenced conlract, and have not previously
been billed or paid.

11.8  Paymen! of Billings

Payment of each bill properly submitted pursuant to Sections 11.6 or 11.7 shall be due
within forty (40) working days of receipt thereof; provided, however, that (a) all such payments
shall be conditional, subject to post-audit adjustments, (b) final payment for each Rearrangement
shall be contingent upon final inspection (and acceplance, where applicable) of the work by the
Parly billed for such work, which inspection (and acceplance, where applicable) will not be
unreasonably withheld or delayed, and (c) MTA may withhold credit amounts due MTA if City
has nol posted such credits within forty (40) working days afler submittal of requests for same
by MTA.

11.9  Audil and Inspection

Upon reasonable nolice, each Parly (and ils authorized representatives) shall have
reasonable rights lo inspect, audit and copy, during normal business hours, the other's records
relating to its performance hereunder (and all costs incurred with respect thereto) for each Transit
Project, from the dale hereof through and until expiration of (hree (3) years afler the accepled
completion of all Rearrangements for such Transit Projecl, or such later date as is required under
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other provisions of this Agreement. Examinalion of a document or record on one occasion shall
nol Emlude furlher reexamination of such document or record on subsequen! occasions, By
providing any of ils records lo the other Party for examination, the Parly providing such records
represenls and warrants thal such records are accurale and complete. The Parlies shall mutually
agree upon any financial adjustment found necessary by any audit. If the Parties are unable {o
agree on such adjusiment, then the malter shall be resolved pursuant to Asticle 12. City and
MTA shall insert info any contracts entered info by City or MTA, respectively, for the
performance of work on Reamrangements hereunder the above requiremenis and also a clause
requiring their respeclive contraclors to include the above requirements in any subcontracts or
purchase orders. In the case of such contractors, subcontraclors and suppliers, the records
subject to the above requirements shall include, without limilation, any relevan! records as to
which a tax privilege might otherivise be asserled.

Article 12

Resolution Of Disputes

121 Attempl 10 Resolve

In the event of a claim or dispute arising out of or relating to this Agreement, both
parties shall make good faith efforts to resolve the claim or dispute through negotiation.

12.2 Arbitration — No Work Stoppage

12.2.1 Failing a resolution through these good faith efforts, in the absence of good faith
efTorts Lo resolve, or in the evenl the parties are unable lo agree upon the terms of
such fortber agreements as are herein required to be executed by the parties, either
parly may serve upon lhe olher a wrilten demand for arbilralion. The parlies
shall, within ten (10) days thereafter, or within such extended period as they shall
agree 1o in wriling, allempl to agree upon a mutually satisfactory arbitrator, If
they are unable to agree, each party, prior to the expiration of the ten-day or
exiended period, shall designale one person to act as arbitrator. The two
designaled arbitrators shall promptly select a third arbitrator (“neutral arbitrator”)
to form a three-person panel. If either party fails {o designale its arbitrator within
ten days afier the date of delivery of the demand for arbilration or the agreed
extended period, or if the two designaled arbitrators are unable 1o select a neutral
arbitralor within five (5) days afler appointment, a neutral arbitralor shall be
designated pursuant to Section 1281.6 of the California Code if Civil Procedure
who shall hear the malter as the sole arbitralor.

12.2.2 Section 1283.05 of the California Code of Civil is specifically made applicable,
but only with respecl to those issues not involving work stoppage. A hearing date
shall be set as promplly as possible [llowing selection of the arbilralor(s). The
arbitrator(s) award shall follow promptly the hearing’s conclusion, shall be
supporied by Jaw and substantial evidence and the issuance of wrillen findings of
fact and conclusions of law. The making of and award failing to comply with the
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requirements of the immedialely preceding sentence shall be deemed 1o be in
excess of the arbitralor(s)’ power and the courl shall vacate the award if after
review il determines that the award cannol be corrected without affecting the
merils of the decision upon the conlroversy submitted. ’

12.3. Arbijlration — Work Stoppage

123.1.  In no event shall work be stopped in the event of a claim or dispute,
excepl’ for reasons of public health or safely or where it is absolutely
necessary lo first resolve the dispule in order o be able to conlinue
work. In the evenl that work is stopped, the provisions of this Seclion
12.3 shall apply. Upon stoppage of work, either party may serve upon
the other a wrillen demand for arbitralion. A neutral arbitrator shall be
immediately designated pursuant to Section 1281.6 of the California
Code of Civil Procedure.

123.2.  No neutral arbilrator shall be selected who is unable to hear the dispute
and render a decision within five(5) days after being selecied.
Notwithslanding Sections 1282.2(b) and Section 1282(e) of the
California Code of Civil Procedure (regarding posiponement of the
hearing), where work is stopped, the neutral arbitralor may nol postpone
nor adjourn the hearing except upon the stipulation of 2l parties o the
arbitration. The arbilration may proceed in the absence of a parly who,
afler due notice, fails to appear. In addition lo all other issues, the
neoiral arbitralor shall also delermine whether it was absolutely
necessary to slop and await dispute resolution in order to continue the
work, and if it was nol so necessary the other party shall be entitled 10
damages arising oul of such work stoppage, which damages shall also
be determined by the neutral arbitrator. The provisions set forth in
Section 12.2.2 hereof as 1o the making of the award shall also apply.

12.4 Tmpartiality of Arbitrator

No person shall act as neutral arbitralor who in any way has any material financial or
personal interest in the results of the arbitration. Failure to disclose-any such interest or
relation shall be grounds for vacating the award.

12.5 Compensation of the Arbitrator

Each party shall pay the expenses and fees of the arbilralor it selects. The expenses and
fees of the neutral arbitrator shall be paid with the provisions of Seclion 1284.2 of the
California Code of Civil Procedure.

12.6 Othes Provisions

Excepl as is olherwise provided herein, any arbitralion under this Aricle 12 shall be
govemed by the California Arbitration Act.
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12.7 Incorporation of Subcontracts

In order to ensure lhe timely complelion of Rearrangements, City shall include the
foregoing or equivalent provision in ils agreemenis with contraclors, materials suppliers,
equipment renters and others who are involved in effecling Rearrangements.

Article 13
Federal and Other Requirements

This Agreement, as lo cerlain Transil Projecls, may be subjecl lo a financial assistance
agreement with the U.S. Department of Transportation, Federal Transit Administralion, and as
such is subject to the following tenms and conditions as to such Transit Projects only:

13.1  Audit and Inspeclion

City agrees to comply with all financial record keeping, reporling and such other
requirements as may be imposed as a condition to or requirement of funding obtained by MTA
from third parties (provided that MTA gives reasonable nolice of such- reguiremenis fo City).
City shall permit the authorized representatives of MTA, the U.S. Depariment of Transportation,
the Comptroller General of the Uniled Stales, and any olher povernment agency providing
funding or oversight on a Transit Project, 1o inspect, audit and copy, during normal business
hours and upon reasonable notice, all cost and other relevant records relating to performance by
City, its contractors and subcontractors under any Work Order issued to City for such Transit
Project or Rearrangements of City Facililies related thereto, from the date of this Agreement
through and until expiration of three years afler the accepled completion of all Rearrangements
for such Transit Project, or such later date as is required by the rules and regulations of any such
governmenl agency (provided that MTA gives reasonable notice of such later date to City).
Examination of a document or record on one occasion shall not preclude further examination of
such document or record on subsequent occasions. By providing any of its records for
examination pursuani to this Section 13.1, Cily represenis and warrants thal such records are
accurate and complele. City shall insert into any contracts it enlers into for the performance of
work hereunder the above requiremenis and also a clause requiring the contraclors (or
consultants) to include the above requirements in any subcontracts or purchase orders, In the
case of such conlraclors, consullants, subcontractors and suppliers, the records subject to the
above requirements shall include, without limilation, any relevant records as to which a tax
privilege might otherwise be asserted. .

132 Interest of Members of Congress

No members of or delegate to the Congress of the Uniled States shall be admilled to any
share or part of this Agreement or to any benefit arising there from.

13.3  Prohibited Interests

No member, officer or employee of MTA or Commission, or of a local public body,
during his or her tenure or for one year thereafler shall have any interest, direct or indirect, in this
Agreemenl or the proceeds thereof. To MTA’s and City's knowledge, no board member, officer
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or employee of MTA has any interest, whether contractual, non-contractual, financial or
otherwise in this transaction, or in the business of City; and if any such interest comes 1o the
knowledge of either Party al any time, a full and complele disclosure of all such information wil}
be made in writing to the other party, even if such interesi would not be considered a conflict
under Article 4 of Division 4 (commencing with Section 1090) or Division 4.5 (commencing
with Section 3690) of the Government Code of the State of Califomia.

134 Egual Employment Opportunity

In connection with the performance of this Agreemenl, the Parties shall not discriminate
against any employee or applicant for employment because of age, race, religion, color, sex,
sexual orienlation, nalional origin or disability. The Parties shall take affirmative action to
ensure that applicants are employed, and that employees are treated during their employment,
without regard lo their age, race, religion, color, sex, sexual orientation, national origin, or
disability. Such action shall include, but not be limited o the following: Employment,
upgrading, demotion or transfer; recruitment or recruitment advertising; layolF or lermination;
rates of pay or other forms of compensation; and selection for training, including apprenticeship,

13.5 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

In connection with the performance of this Agreement, City will cooperate with MTA in
meeling all applicable federal regulations with regard to the maximum ulilization of
.disadvantaged business enterprises, and will use ils best efforts 1o ensure that disadvaniaged
business enterprises shall have the maximum praclicable opporiunity o compete for subcontract
work under this Agreement.

13.6 Prior Approval

This Agreement. and all . amendments thereto are subject to U.S. Depariment of
Transportation, Federal Transit Administration review and approval.
13.7 Non-Discrimination

Without Jimiling any other provision of this Adicle 13, City agrees to comply, and to
cause all of its contractors who work on projects subject to this MCA to comply, with all
applicable non-discrimination laws, rules and regulations, whether imposed by Federal, State or
local authority.
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Article 14
Miscellaneous Provisions

14.1  Approvals: Further ments and Actions

14.1.1. Any acceplance, approval, conseni, permission, sausi'achm agreement
authorizalion or any other like action (colleclively, “A.p proval”) required or permitted to be given
by any Party herelo pursuant to this Agreement or any Work Order:

(a) must be in wriling to be effeclive (except if deemed pranted pursuant
herelo);

(b) shall nol be unreasonably withheld, conditioned- or delayed; and if
Approval is withheld, such withholding shall be in wriling and shall state with specificity the
reasons for withholding such Approval, and every effort shall be made to identify with as much
detail as possible whal changes are required for Approval; and

(c) shall be deemed granted if no response is provided to the Party requesting
an Approval within the time period prescribed by this Agreement or the applicable Work Order
commencing upon actual receipt by the Party from whmh an Approval is requested or required of
a request for Approval from the requesting Party.

14.1.2. The Parties agree (o execule such furlher documents, agreements, instruments and
notices, and fo take such further actions, as may be reasonably necessary or appropriale to
effectuate the transactions contemplated by this Agreement.

142 Notices

14.2.1. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Agreement, all notices or
communicalions pursnant o this Agreement shall be in writing and shall be sent or delivered to

the following:
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To City:

General Manager

Los Angeles Depariment of Transporiation
221 N. Figueroa Street, Room 500

Los Angeles, California 90012

Facsimile No.: (213) 580-1188

To MTA:

Chief Executive Officer

Los Angeles County Metropolilan Transportation Authority
One Galeway Plaza

Los Angeles, California 90012

Facsimile No.: (213)922-7382

With a copy to:

Deputy Execulive Officer, Project Management
Engineering and Construction Division

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Galeway Plaza

Los Anpeles, CA 90012

Facsimile No.: (213) 922-7447

Any notice or demand required shall be given (a) personally, (b) by cerlified or registered
mail, postage prepaid, refurn receipl requesied, (c) by confirmed fax, or (d) by reliable messenger
or ovemnight courier {0 the address of the respective Parties set forth above. Any nofice served
. personally shall be deemed delivered upon receipt, served by facsimile transmission shall be
deemed delivered on the dale of receipl as shown on the received facsimile, and served by
cerlified or registered mail or by reliable messenger or overnight courier shall be deemed
delivered on the dale of receipt as shown on the addressee’s registry or cerification of receipt or
on the date receipt is refused as shown on the records or manifest of the U.S. Postal Service or
such courier, or five (5) working days afier deposit in the United States mail. City or MTA may
from lime lo lime designale any other address or addressee or additional addressees for this
purpose by written notice 1o the other Parly.

14.2.2. The Parties may also designate other procedures for the giving of nolice as
required or permitied under the terms of this Agreement, but each alternale procedure shall be
described in wriling and signed by the MTA Representative and the City Representative.

143 si t; Binding Effect
Neither Parly shall assign its interes! in this Agreement without prior consent of the other

Parly. Any permilled assignment shall bind and inure 16 the benefil of the respective successors
and permitted assigns of the Parties.
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144 Waiver

The failure of any Parly al any time or limes lo require performance of any provision
hereof shall in no manner affect the righi at a later time (o enforce the same. No waiver by any
Party of any condilion, or of any breach of any term, covenant, represenlalion, or warrahty
conlained herein, in any one or more instances, shall be deemed to be or construed as a further of
conlinuing waiver of any such condition or breach or waiver of any other condilion or of any
breach of any other term, covenant, representation or warranty.

145 Amendment; Entire Agreement; Modificalion

(a)  This Agreement Supplements the Original 1991 Apreemenl. As of the Effective
Dale, the provisions of this Agreement supplement the former provisions, set forth in the
Original Agreement, by the addition of the Design Build method of Project delivery.

(b)  This Agreement may not be amended, modified, superseded or canceled, nor may
any of the terms, covenanls, representalions, warranties or conditions hereof be waived, excepl
by a written instrument execuied by both parties.

146 _Elements of Essence

In accomplishing all work and performing all other acls required under this Agreement,
lime, and Public health, safely, and welfare are of the essence.

147 Legal Rights

This Agreement shall be governed by and construed and enforced in accordance with the
laws of the Stale of California. The rights and remedies of MTA and City for default in
performance under this Agreement, the SPP or any Work Order are in addition to any other
rights or remedies provided by law. 2 >

14.8 Bonde/Fees.
Except as specifically agreed to in this Agreement and only as specified in the SPP

prepared for every individual Project, Cily waives and relinquishes all of its requirements , if
any, fo seek or obtain bonds, fees or other security or payments from MTA or ils contractors.

-47.-
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149  Severabilily

In the evenl that any porlion hereof is delermined to be illegal or unenforceable, such
determination shall not affect the validily or enforceability of the remaining provisions hereaf all
of which shall remain in full force and effect.

14.10 Gender and Tense

As used in this Agreement, the masculine, feminine and neuter genders, and the singular
and plural numbers shall each be deemed to include the other or others whenever the context so
indicates.

14.11 Headings

The headings, which appear al the commencement of each arlicle and section, are
descriplive only and for convenience in reference to this Agreement. Should there be any
conflict between any heading and the article or seclion itself, the article or section itself and not
the heading shall control as to construction.

14.12 Incorporation of Exhibits

Every exhibil to which reference is made in this Agreement is hereby incorporated in this
Agreement by this reference,

14.13 Counlerpart Originals

This Agreement may be executed in any number of counterparls, each of which bearing
the required wet signatures shall be deemed to be the original, and all of which together ghall
constitute one and the same instrament.
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14.14 Force Majeure

Neither Parly shall be held liable for any loss or damage due fo delay or failure in
performance of any part of this Agreement from any cause beyond its control and withoul its
fault or negligence; such causes may include acts of God, acts of civil or military authority,
govemmenl regulations (excep! those promulgated by the Parly seeking the benefit of this
section), embargoes, epidemics, war, terrorist acls, riols, insurrections, fires, éxplosions,
earthquakes, nuclear accidents, floods, sirikes, power blackouts, volcanic action, other major
environmental disturbances or unusually severe weather conditions; provided, however, that lack
of funds or funding shall not be considered to be a cause beyond a Party’s control and without its
fault or negligence. The foregoing events do not constitute force majeure events where they are
reasonably foresecable consequences of Construction. If any of the foregoing events occur, City
agrees, if requested by MTA, and if deemed possible and feasible by the City, to accelerate its
efforts hereunder if reasonably feasible in order to regain lost lime, so long as MTA agrees to
reimburse City for the incremental actual cosls of such efforis.

14.15 Construction

The language in all parts of this Agreement shall be in all cases consliﬁcd simply
according lo its fair meaning and not striclly for or against any of the Partics.

14.16 Benefit

Ne provisions of this Agreement shall create any third-party beneficiary hereunder, or
authorize anyone not a party herelo lo maintain a suit for personal injury or properly damage
pursuant to the terms or provisions hereof, except 1o the extent thal specific provisions (such as
the indemnity provisions) identify third parties and state that they are enfitled to benefits
hereunder. ’

14.17 Survival

The representations, warranties, indemnifies and waivers set forth in this Agreement shall
survive the termination, for any reason whatsoever, of this Agreement.

14.18 Maintenance of Records

City agrees to keep and maintain (and (o require all contractors and subcontraclors
connecled with performance of this Agreement to keep and maintain) records showing aciual
time devoted and all Cosis incurred in the performance of all work subject to a Work Order
under this Agreement until three (3) years afler the accepled completion of all Rearrangements
for such Transit Projeci, or nntil such later dale as is required under other provisions of this
Agreement; provided, however, (hat if any aclions brought under the dispute resolution
provisions of this Agreement have nol been finally resolved by the foregoing deadline, then any
records which pertain to any such actions shall be maintained until such actions have been finally
resolved. :
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have caused this Agreement 1o be executed as of
the date first written above.

CITY OF LOS ANGELES MTA
: F -
By Q. n-e Al DECLS 20 Rﬁz\#ﬂ
€< Jabds K. Hahn, Mayor Chiefl Execulive Officer
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
Lioyd W. Pellman
By: County CouncHl

Rockard J. Delgadillo, City Altorney_

By: qfwmffm mﬁﬁ &ﬁ W/Cﬁfv

i Clity Attormney

Charles Safer
Deputy
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RIDER TO COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT

Resirictions on Lobbying

After due inquiry the undefsigned certifies on bebalf of the City of Los Angeles (the
“City™), 1o the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

) (1) No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or an behalf of
the City, to any person for influencing or altempting to influence an officer or employee of any
agency, as defined in Title 31 U.S.C. Section,1352(h)(2) (hereinafter “agency'), a Member of
Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in
conneclion with the awarding of any Federal contracl, the making of any Federal prant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperlive agreement, or the exiension,
continuation, renéwal, amendment, or modification of .any Federal conlracl, grant, loan or
cooperalive agreement,

(2)  Ifany funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid
to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a
Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of
Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agrecment, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form — LLL, Disclosure of Lobbying
Acdlivilies, in accordance with ils instructions.

-(3)  The City shall require that the langoage of this certification shal] be included in
the award documents related to projects governed by this agreement for al] sub-awards at ali tiers
(including subcontractors, sub-granis, and contracls under grants, loans, and cooperative
agreements) and that all sub-recipients shall certify and disclosure accordingly.

This certification is a malenial representation of fact upon which the MTA malerially -
relied in entering into this Agreement. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for
entering into this transaction imposed by Title 31 U.S.C. § 1352 (as amended by the Lobbying
Disclosure Act of 1995). Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be subject
lo a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

Pursuant to Title 31 US.C. § 1352(c)(1)-2)(A), any person who makes a. prohibited
expenditure or fails to filé or amend a required certification or disclosure form shall be subject to
a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and nol more than $100,000 for each such expenditure or
failure. ' .

The Citr certifies or affirns the trulhfulness and accuracy of each statement of iis
cerlification and disclosure, if -any. In addition, the Cily undersiands and agrees that the
provisions of 31 U.S.C.A. 3801, et seq., apply to this certification and disclosure, if any.

Dited: EB 18200 “City of Los Anpeles”
| By:
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Exhibit F: The Final Environmental Impact Statement
/Final Environmental Impact Report/ (FEIS/FEIR)
legal description (SCH#2013021064)

Due to the size of this report, the FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR is submitted as a

separate attachment 1N the format of plastic discs.

The format of the original FEIS/FEIR and
DEIS/DEIR report on disc is an Archival-Grade DVD.

The format of FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR copies
thereof are included in six (6) CD-ROMs.

The FEIS/FEIR and DEIS/DEIR discs are separately

presented for filing in individual manila envelopes along

with reference to the application.
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NOTICE OF AVAILABILITY
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (FEIS/FEIR)
FOR EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY LIGHT RAIL
PROJECT

In support of this Application, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (LACMTA) submitted the Final Environmental Impact Study/Final Environmental
Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) for the East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project
(Project) as a separate attachment on CPUC E-File System.

Pursuant to Rule 1.9(d) of the CPUC Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure,
LACMTA is issuing this Notice of Availability (NOA). The NOA is being provided to interested
stakeholders for this application; see the Certificate of Service.

The FEIS/FEIR to the Application is available at the following URLs:

https://'www.metro.net/projects/east-sfv/final-ciseir/

https:/www.dropbox.com/s/skhd lexvlw58 7Tdh/East%205an %2 0Femando%:20Vallev%u2
0Transit%20Corridor?20Project%20F EIS-FEIR. pdf?d1=0
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RECORD OF DECISION
FOR THE
LOS ANGELES COUNTY METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTORITY
EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT,
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA
BY THE
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION

Decision

The Federal Transit Admimistration (FTA), pursuant to Title 23 of the Code of Federal
Repulations (CFR) Part 771 and Title 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508, has determined that the
requirements of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969 and related federal
environmental statutes, regulations, and executive orders have been satisfied for the Los Angeles
County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s (LACMTA) East San Fernando Valley Transit
Corndor Project (Project) located in Los Angeles County, Califorma.

This Record of Decision (ROD) applies to the at-grade light rail transit (LRT) modified
Alternative 4, also identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), which was described
and evaluated in the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corvidor Project Final Environmental
Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR), dated September 2020.
FTA served as the federal lead agency under NEPA and LACMTA served as the lead agency
under the Califorma Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

LACMTA may seek financial assistance from FTA for the Project and carry out the Project’s
engineering and construction (design-build). The East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor
Project consists of the design, construction, and future operation of a light rail transit (LRT)
system that would operate over 9.2 muiles along Van Nuys Boulevard (6.7 mules) and within
LACMTA owned rail nght-of-way (2.5 miles) located mn Los Angeles County. The LACMTA
may phase the Project and construct the 6.7-mile segment along Van Nuys Boulevard as an
Imitial Operating Segment (I0S). If FTA provides financial assistance for final design and
construction of the Project, FTA will require that LACMTA design and construct the Project as
presented in the FEIS/FEIR and in the ROD. Any proposed change must be evaluated in
accordance with 23 CFR Section 771.129-130 and FTA must approve the change before the
agency requesting the change can proceed.

Bac ound

The LACMTA in cooperation with the FTA_ has proposed a Project to establish rail transit
service along Van Nuys Boulevard and the LACMTA-owned railroad nnght-of-way within Los
Angeles County, California. The Project would consist of a 9. 2-nule, at-grade LRT with 14
stations. The Project would imnclude construction of a new Mamtenance and Storage Facility
(MSF) site located on the west side of Van Nuys Boulevard on approximately 25 acres in the
area bounded by Keswick Street on the south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the
Pacoima Wash on the west. The LRT would be powered by electrified overhead lines and would
travel 2.5 miles along the LACMTA-owned right-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink
line and Union Pacific Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to



Van Nuys Boulevard. As the Project approaches Van Nuys Boulevard, 1t would transition to and
operate in a median dedicated gmdeway along Van Nuys Boulevard for approximately 6.7 miles
south to the Metro G Line (formerly known as the Orange Line) Van Nuys Station. Additional
details regarding the Project characteristics, components, and facilities are discussed further
below within the Description of the Project section of this ROD. The proposed Project 1s funded
by LACMTA, with the use of local and state funding sources, and 1s therefore subject to state
environmental review requirements. Additionally, since LACMTA may seek federal funding for
the Project 1n the future, 1t 1s subject to federal environmental review. Project documentation,
therefore, has been prepared in comphiance with both the CEQA and the NEPA.

The Project study area has a high population density and large transit-dependent population who
rely on transit for daily transportation, including commuting. Continued population growth wall
mncrease the demand for transit service and result in additional roadway congestion adversely
affecting air quality and bus transit service and performance.

In order to address these mobility challenges and needs, the Project has been developed with the
following purposes:

¢ Improve mobility in the eastern San Fernando Valley by mtroducing an improved north-
south transit connection between key transit hubs/routes;

¢ Provide new service and/or infrastructure that improves passenger mobility and enhances
transit accessibility/connectivity for residents within the project study area to local and
regional destinations and activity centers;

¢ Provide more reliable transit service within the eastern San Fernando Valley;

¢ Increase transit service efficiency (speeds and passenger throughput) in the project study
area;

¥

¢ Provide additional transit options in an area with a large transit-dependent population,
including the disabled, and high-transit ndership;

« Encourage modal shift to fransit in the eastern San Fernando Valley, thereby improving
air quahity; and

¢ Make fransit service more environmentally beneficial through reductions in greenhouse
gas emissions in the project study area.



Planning For The Project

The Project 1s the outcome of prior studies that have evaluated transportation needs within the
East San Fernando Valley Transit Comidor study area for more than 15 years. In 2000, the
Califorma State Legislature made funds available through a Traffic Congestions Relief Program
(TCRP) for the LACMTA to develop a north—south corridor bus transit project that interfaces
with an east-west Burbank-Chandler corridor project and a Ventura Boulevard Metro Rapid Bus
Project.

In May 2003, the LACMTA Board advanced the San Fernando Valley North/South Transit
Corridor’s, Regional Significant Transportation Investment Study (RSTIS). The RSTIS
recommended a series of bus efficiency improvements on five north/south comdors, mcluding
on Reseda Boulevard, Sepulveda Boulevard, Van Nuys Boulevard, and Lankershim
Boulevard/San Fernando Road mn the San Fernando Valley; and adjacent to the Canoga Avenue
corridor in the west San Fernando Valley. The commdor 1s located on a former rail right-of-way
jointly owned by LACMTA and the City of Los Angeles. LACMTA environmentally cleared
that cormdor, and construction was completed on the Metro G Line (formerly the Orange Line)
Canoga Extension Project mn July 2012.

In March 2010, the Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT) completed a bus speed
mmprovement study for the four eastern San Fernando Valley north/south transit corndors —

Reseda, Sepulveda, Van Nuys, and Lankershim/San Fernando. The study recommended a range
of near-term, nud-term, and long-term bus speed and service improvements, including a new
mterlined bus service for Van Nuys, signal timing adjustments, traffic stniping improvements,
street widenings, concrete bus pads, bridge widening, bus stop relocations, transit station
enhancements, and a median busway on Van Nuys Boulevard.

In April 2010, the Los Angeles City Council approved the study’s recommendations and directed
LADOT to: 1) work with LACMTA to develop a scope, schedule, and budget for environmental
clearance and public outreach for the three phases of the East San Fernando Valley North/South
Rapidways Project; 2) mnclude three busway alternatives for the Van Nuys commdor between
Burbank Boulevard and Plummer Street (median busway, median busway with grade separations
at major streets, and median busway with grade separations and a funnel segment between the
Metro G Line and Vanowen Street); and 3) work with LACMTA to develop a scope, schedule,
and budget for an Alternatives Analysis (AA) of expanded north—south rail service in the San
Fernando Valley.

In 2011, LACMTA mitiated the Alternatives Analysis, (AA) Draft Environmental Impact
Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) phase of the Project to develop and
evaluate transit alternatives in the eastern San Fernando Valley corridor. Ultimately, duning the
AA phase, 26 project alternatives were narrowed down to six that addressed project goals and
corridor needs. The focus of the outreach program during the AA phase was to increase project
awareness and initiate public participation in the mmlti-phased project development process.
Public participation during this phase assisted in the refinement of alternatives.



Throughout the Alternatives Analysis phase, a total of 14 early scoping meetings, including 11
commumty meetings and three elected official briefings, were held between October 6, 2011 and
October 9, 2012. A total of 175 attendees, representing a cross section of the project area
commumities, participated in the early scoping meetings held in 2011 through 2012

Public review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIS/DEIR) prepared for the Project began on September 1, 2017 and ended on October 30,
2017. Five Public Heanings were held duning the public review period to receive oral and wnitten
comments on the DEIS/DEIR. The Public Hearings were held along the corridor i the Cities of
Los Angeles and San Fernando.

The FEIS/FEIR for the Project was published in the Federal Register for review on

October 2, 2020 and the comment period ended on November 2, 2020. The comment period was
subsequently extended another 15 days to November 17, 2020. Online, virtual public
information meetings were held on October 14, 2020 and October 26, 2020 at 4:30 pm and

6:00 pm, respectively.

Alternatives Considered

As a result of the alternatives screening process and feedback recerved during the public scoping
period, six NEPA and CEQA alternatives were developed and considered in the DEIS/DEIR: a
No-Build Alternative, a Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative, two Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) alternatives, and two rail alternatives.

No Build Alternative. The No-Build Alternative represents projected conditions in 2040 without
implementation of the Project. No new transportation infrastructure would be bult within the
project study area, aside from related transportation projects that are currently under construction
or funded for construction and operation by 2040. These projects mclude highway and transit
projects funded by Measure R and Measure M, as well as projects specified in the current
constrained element of the LACMTA Long Range Transportation Plan and the 2016 Southern
Califormia Association of Governments Regional Transportation Plan/Sustamable Communities
Strategy.

TSM Alternative. The TSM Alternative proposes enhancements to the existing transit system and
would focus on relatively low-cost, efficient, and feasible transit service improvements and
transportation systems upgrades, such as increased bus frequencies and ninor modifications to
the roadway network. Additional transit improvements that would be considered under the TSM
Alternative include, but are not limited to, traffic signalization improvements, bus stop
amenities/improvements, and bus schedule restructuring.

BRT Alternatives. Two BRT alternatives (Alternatives 1 and 2 in the DEIS/DEIR) were
considered, a Curb-Running BRT Alternative and a Median-Running BRT Alternative. Under
the Curb-Running BRT Alternative, buses would operate in the curb lane for 2.5 miles along San
Fernando Road and Truman Street between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station on the
north and Van Nuys Boulevard on the south. For a distance of 6.7 miles from San Fernando
Road on the north to the Metro G Line (formerly the Orange Line) to the south, the existing curb
lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard would be converted to dedicated bus lanes.



The Curb-Running BRT Alternative would operate in dedicated bus lanes, shaning the lanes with
bicycles and right-turning vehicles. The Median-Running BRT Alternative would operate in
mixed-flow traffic for 2.5 miles between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station and Van
Nuys Boulevard. Between San Fernando Road and the Metro G Line, the Median-Running BRT
Alternative would operate in dedicated median-running bus lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard.

Rail Alternatives. Two rail alternatives were considered (Alternatives 3 and 4 in the
DEIS/DEIR), a Low-Floor LRT/Tram Alternative, and an LRT Altemative. Both the Low-Floor
LRT/Tram Alternative and LRT Alternative would operate along a 9.2-mule route from the
Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station on the north to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station on
the south. Between the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station and Wolfskill Street, the Low-
Floor LRT/Tram Alternative would operate in a median dedicated pmdeway. From Wolfskill
Street to the mntersection of San Fernando Road/Van Nuys Boulevard, the Low-Floor LRT/Tram
Alternative would operate in mixed-flow traffic lanes on San Fernando Road. From San
Fernando Road to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station, the Low-Floor LRT/Tram Alternative
would operate i a semu-exclusive nght-of-way for 6.7 miles in what 1s now the median of Van
Nuys Boulevard. Twenty-eight stations would be provided under this alternative that would
serve the Cities of San Fernando and Los Angeles, including the communities of Pacoima,
Arleta, Panorama City, and Van Nuys. The LRT Alternative would travel 2 5 miles along the
LACMTA-owned nght-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink line and Umion Pacific
Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys Boulevard where
1t would curve and continue south in a semu-exclusive right-of-way in the median along Van
Nuys Boulevard 6.7 nules to the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station. The 9.2-nule LRT Alternative
would operate at grade with the exception of an underground segment beneath Van Nuys
Boulevard from just north of Parthema Street south to Hart Street. Fourteen stations would be
provided under the LRT Alternative. Both the Low-Floor LRT/Tram and LRT Alternatives
would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations, including an
overhead contact system, traction power substations, communications and signaling buldings,
and a Maintenance and Storage Facility.

On June 28, 2018 the LACMTA Board of Directors formally identified a modified version of
DEIS/DEIR. Alternative 4-LRT as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). The LPA eliminated
the 2_5-mile subway portion of Alternative 4 1 favor of an entirely at-grade alignment. The
subway was eliminated because 1t would be very expensive, have signmificant construction
mmpacts including nght-of-way acquisitions, and would result in little time savings compared
with a fully at-grade alignment. The factors that were considered by Metro mn identifying a
modified version of Alternative 4 as the LPA included: the greater capacity of LRT compared to
the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternatives, the LPA could be constructed in less time and at
reduced cost compared to the DEIS/DEIR. Alternative 4, would result in fewer construction
impacts compared to DEIS/DEIR. Alternative 4, and strong community support for a rail
alternative. The LACMTA Board of Directors based its selection of the LPA upon the data
presented i the DEIS/DEIR, as well as comments received from agencies and individuals during
the public review period.



Environmentally Preferable Alternative

The “environmentally preferable alternative™ 1s the alternative required by 40 CFR. Part
1505.2(a)(2) to be 1dentified that causes the least damage to the biological and physical
environment and best protects, preserves, and enhances historical, cultural, and natural resources.

FTA determuned that the LPA 1s the environmentally preferable alternative when the alternatives
were welghted and balanced in terms of their environmental effects. The LPA would result in
unavoidable adverse effects after implementation of mitigation measures n the followimng
resource areas: fraffic and bicycle facilities, land use, community and neighborhood, visual and
aesthetics, noise, safety and securnity, and parklands and commumty facilities. However, the
locally preferred alternative would also result in long-term operational benefits including
increased transit ridership, decreased regional vehicle-nules traveled, reduced regional criteria
pollutant enussions, and decreased greenhouse gas enussions. LACMTA will continue to consult
and coordimate with local agencies throughout the final Design Phase for appropriate mitigation
as needed. In addition, the LPA would increase transit system connectivity i the Los Angeles
County region, improve transit reliability, and improve access to San Fernando Valley
employment opportunifies. This would benefit environmental justice populations who live and
work near the cormdor.

The No Build altemative would lack the environmental benefits and transportation benefits of
the ESFVTC LPA= The No Build alternative would result in greater traffic congestion,
especially on the Van Nuys cormmdor, resulting in longer travel times. Therefore, in consideration
of the damage to the physical environment and the long-term benefits to environmental
resources, particularly air quality, the ESFVTC LPA 1s the environmentally preferably
alternative.

Description of the Project

The Project, 1.e., the LPA consists of a 9 2-mule, at- grade LRT with 14 stations. Under the
Project, the LRT would be powered by electrified overhead lines and would travel 2.5 mules
along the LACMTA-owned nght-of-way used by the Antelope Valley Metrolink line and Union
Pacific Railroad from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys Boulevard.
As the Project approaches Van Nuys Boulevard, it would transition to and operate in a median
dedicated giudeway in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard for approximately 6.7 miles south to
the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station. The Project would include 14 stations. Maintenance and
Storage Facility (MSF) Option B would be constructed as the preferred MSF site located on the
west side of Van Nuys Boulevard on approximately 25 acres 1s bounded by Keswick Street on
the south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the Pacoima Wash on the west. The Project
1s anticipated to operate with a 6-munute peak and 12-minute off-peak headways when 1t opens
and 1s projected to operate at 5-minute peak and 10-minute off-peak once ridership begins to
mncrease. Additional details regarding the Project characteristics, components, and facilities are
discussed below.

In addition, to ensure the objectives of the project were met in a fimely manner and to avoid
delays due to the timing of funding availability, LACMTA proposed constructing the LPA n
two phases, an Imtial Operating Segment (IOS) or Phase 1, which consists of the portion of the



LPA alignment along Van Nuys Boulevard, and Phase 2, which mcludes the northern 2 5-nule
segment of the LPA along the LACMTA owned railroad nght-of-way. Accordingly, the IOS
phasing was included in this FEIS/FEIR to enable LACMTA to realize potential cost savings,
which would not otherwise occur under the LPA.

Vehicles

LRT vehicles would be similar to those currently used throughout the existing LACMTA LRT
system. LACMTA s LRT system 1s designed to accommodate trains with up to three, 90-foot
rail cars, for a total train length of 270 feet. Although LRT vehicles can operate at speeds of up
to 65 mph 1n an exclusive pudeway, operating at-grade along Van Nuys Boulevard, they would
not exceed the posted speed limit of the adjacent roadway, which 1s 35 mph. The Project
assumes a maximum speed of 65 mph when traveling within the LACMTA right-of-way
adjacent to San Fernando Road. LRT vehicles could carry approximately 230 seated passengers
and up to 400 passengers when standing passengers are included. The LRT train sets would be
configured with a driver’s cab at etther end, sinmlar to other LACMTA light rail trains, allowing
them to run 1n either direction without the need to tumn around at the termum.

Alignment

The Project alignment would have two tracks and would be fully separated from automobile
traffic, except at signalized intersections or controlled at-grade crossings. Along and just east of
San Fernando Road, from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station south to Van Nuys
Boulevard, the alignment would be located within the existing LACMTA-owned right-of-way
currently used by Metrolink and Umion Pacific Railroad. Metrolink and Umion Pacific Railroad
would continue to use a separate dedicated track.

From the intersection of San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard to the Metro G Line, the
Project would operate i a semi-exclusive night-of-way m what 1s currently the median of Van
Nuys Boulevard. The tramn would operate at prevailing traffic speeds and would be controlled by
train signals that would coordinate with the traffic signals.

Stations

Stations would be constructed at approximately 3/4-mule intervals along the entire route. There
would be 14 stations. The following stations are proposed under the Project:

1. Sylmar/San Femando Metrolink Station 8. Nordhoff Station

2. Maclay Station 9. Roscoe Station

3. Paxton Station 10. Van Nuys Metrolink Station

4. Van Nuys/San Fernando Station 11. Sherman Way Station

5. Laurel Canyon Station 12. Vanowen Station

6. Arleta Station 13. Victory Station

7. Woodman Station 14. Metro G Line Van Nuys Station



The proposed stations would have designs consistent with the Metro Rail Design Criteria
(MRDC), including directive and standard drawings. Stations would be Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, mncluding compliance with the requirements pertaiming to rail
platforms, rail station signs, public address systems, clocks, escalators, and track crossings, as
described in Sections 8.10.5, 8.10.6, 8.10.7, 8.10.8, 8.10.9, and 8.10.10 of the 2010 ADA
standards.

Common elements would mnclude signage, maps, fixtures, furmshings, hghting, and
communications equupment. All stations are proposed to have center platforms, allowing
passengers to access trains traveling in either direction. Typically, at-grade station platforms are
270 feet long (to accommodate three-car trains), 39 inches ugh (to allow level boarding and full
accessibility, in compliance with the ADA), and mimmum 12 2 feet wide for side platforms to 16
feet wide for center platform stations.

Canopies at the LRT stations would be approximately 13 feet high and would incorporate
directional station highting to enhance safety. Stations would include seating elements and
contain ticket vending machines, varable message signs, route maps, and fare gates, as well as
the name and location of the LRT station. In addition, LACMTA 1s moving to a fare gate
system and such a system would be integrated into station design as approprate.

Stations would also mclude bicycle parking and bike lockers at or near stations, as feasible. In
addition, signage and safety and secunity equipment, such as closed-circuit televisions, public
announcement systems, passenger assistance telephones, and variable message signs (providing
real-time information), would be part of the amenities.

Supporting Facilities

The Project would require a number of additional elements to support vehicle operations,
mncluding an Overhead Contact System (OCS), Traction Power Substations (TPSS),
commumnications and signaling buldings, and a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF).

Maintenance and Storage Facility

The Project would include construction of a new MSF, which would provide secure storage of
the LRT vehicles when they are not in operation, and regular light maintenance to keep them
clean and in good operating condition as well as heavy maintenance.

MSF Option B, as described in the DEIS/DEIR, was 1dentified as the locally preferred site by the
LACMTA Board. The MSF site would be approxumately 25 acres in size. The MSF would be
located on the west side of Van Nuys Boulevard and would be bounded by Keswick Street on the
south, Raymer Street on the east and north, and the Pacoima Wash on the west. Access to the
facility would be via two turnout tracks on the west side of the alipnment. A northbound turnout
would be located in the viciity of Saticoy Street. A southbound turnout would be located in the
vicimty of Keswick Street.



The MSF would accommodate both operational and admimstrative functions. The MSF would
accommodate all levels of vehicle service and maintenance (1.e., progressive maintenance,
scheduled maintenance, unscheduled repairs, warrantee service, and himited heavy maintenance)
in addition to storage space for vehicles. The typical MSF would provide interior and exterior
vehicle cleaning, sanding, and mspection areas; maintenance and repair shops; storage yards for
vehicles; and storage areas for matenials, tools, and spare vehicle parts. The storage yard would
be the point of onigin and termunation for daily service.

The MSF would serve as the “home base™ for the operators. Space would be provided for staff
offices, dispatcher workstations, employee break rooms and/or lunchrooms, operator areas with
lockers, showers and restrooms, and employee and visitor parking_

The MSF would include collision/body repair areas, enclosed paint booths, and wheel truung (the
profiling of wheels to ensure the proper wheel to rail interface) machines. The MSF would also
include maintenance-of-way, signals and commumications, and traction power functions that
would be housed in separate and smaller buildings.

The MSF site would accommodate the maximum number of LRT vehicles required for service
and also allow for future expansion of transit service and vehicle mamntenance and storage.

Overhead Contact System

The overhead contact system (OCS) 1s a network of overhead wires that distributes electricity to
tram or light rail velucles. An OCS would include steel poles placed within the nght-of-way to
support the overhead wires above the light rail velucles. A telescoping pantograph or “arm™ on
the roof of LRT vehicles would slide along the underside of the contact wire and deliver electric
power to the vehicles. The OCS poles would be approximately 30 feet tall and typically located
every 90 to 170 feet between the two tracks or in some locations where street width dictates, may
be on the sidewalk.

Traction Power Substations

The Traction Power Substations (TPSS) are electrical substations that would be typically placed
at approximate % mule mntervals. The LRT vehicles would be powered by approximately 14
TPSS umts (including one at the MSF), which would be spaced relatively evenly along the
alignment to provide direct current o the LRT vehicles. The TPSS would be located at points
along the alignment where maximum power draw 1s expected (such as at stations and on
inclines). In the event that one TPSS needs to be taken offline, the LRT vehicles would continue
to operate. The MSF would also have its own designated TPSS.



Communications and Signaling Buildings

Commumnications and signaling buildings that contain train control and communications
equipment would be located at each station, crossover, and at-grade crossing.

Operations

The proposed LRT 1s anticipated to operate with a 6-munute peak and 12-minute off-peak
headways when 1t opens and 1s projected to operate at 5-nunute peak and 10-minute off-peak
once ridership begins to increase. Adjacent and connecting bus lines would be evaluated and
headways would be revised depending upon train schedule and demand.

Parking Loss and Travel Lane Loss

Parking Toss

With implementation of the Project, all curbside parking would be prohibited along Van Nuys
Boulevard.

Travel Lane Loss

The number of travel lanes on Van Nuys Boulevard would be reduced from three to two lanes in
each direction for the segment between the Metro G Line and Parthema Street. North of that
pomt, the Project would mamtain two existing travel lanes in each direction to Laurel Canyon
Boulevard and the existing one northbound lane and two southbound lanes along Van Nuys
Boulevard from Laurel Canyon Boulevard to San Fernando Road.

Turning Resftrictions

Left turns from Van Nuys Boulevard onto cross streets would be maintained at most of the
currently signalized intersections where the LRT would be minning in the median.  All crossings
of the alignment would be controlled by a traffic signal. Motorists who desire to make a left furn
where 1t 15 no longer allowed would have to make a U-turn at a signalized lefi-turn location or
choose a route that would allow them to use a signalized cross street.

Under the Project, the intersections with turning restrictions 1s refined as follows:

¢ Pinney Street & San Fernando Road ¢ Van Nuys Boulevard & Telfair
(Closed via a cul de sac); Avenue;

¢ Van Nuys Boulevard & El Dorado ¢ Van Nuys Boulevard & Cayuga
Avenue (southbound left only); Avenue;

¢ Van Nuys Boulevard & Tamarack ¢ Van Nuys Boulevard & Oneida

Avenue; Avenue;



Van Nuys Boulevard & Haddon
Avenue;

2

Van Nuys Boulevard & Omelveny
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Amboy
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Rincon
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Remick
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Vena
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Bartee
Avenue (northbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Lev Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Arleta
Avenue (southbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Beachy
Avenue (southbound left only and
pedestrian crossings);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Canterbury
Avenue;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Woodman
Avenue (southbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Vesper
Avenue (northbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Novice
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Gledhll
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Vincennes
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Osbome
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Rayen
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Parthema
Street (southbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Lome Street;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Blythe
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Michaels
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Keswick
Street (southbound left only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Covello
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Wyandotte
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Gault Street
(pedestnian crossing only); Van Nuys
Boulevard & Hart Street;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Hartland
Street (pedestrian crossing only);

Van Nuys Boulevard & Archwood
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Haynes
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard and Hamlin
Street:



Van Nuys Boulevard & Gilmore
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Friar Street;

Van Nuys Boulevard & Erwin
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Delano
Street:

Van Nuys Boulevard & Calvert
Street; and

Van Nuys Boulevard & Bessemer
Street.



Bicycle Facilities

When feasible, bicycle parking would be provided at or near LACMTA stations, as required by
MRDC. The existing bike lanes, which extend approximately two mules north along Van Nuys
Boulevard from Parthemia Street to Beachy Avenue and from Laurel Canyon Boulevard to San
Fernando Road, would be removed due to nght-of-way constraints.

The City of Los Angeles constructed a bicycle path within the LACMTAs railroad nght-of-way
parallel to San Fernando Road. This existing Class I bike path would remain in place except in
the City of San Fernando where the bike path would be relocated east in order to accommodate
the relocated single Metrolink/UPRR. track. The LACMTA night-of-way 1s generally wide
enough to allow the bicycle path to remain alongside a pair of LRT tracks and relocated track for
Metrolink and the Union Pacific Railroad, though some partial takes of adjacent properties
would be required i the City of San Fernando.

Aeccessibility
Pedestrian Access

There would be a pedestrian overcrossing or undercrossing at the Sylmar/San Fernando
Metrolink Station from the LRT platform to the Metrolink platform For other pedestrian
crossings along the LACMTA night-of-way, the crossings would be controlled by pedestrian

gates.

All current crosswalks at signal-controlled intersections would be maintained. Between the
signalized intersections, a barrier would be mnstalled to prevent uncontrolled pedestrian crossings,
as 1s LACMTA’s current practice on 1ts median-mmming LRT hines. Pedestrians would be
required to walk to a signalized location to cross Van Nuys Boulevard. LRT passengers would
reach the median station platforms from crosswalks at signalized mtersections.

Vehicular Access

Vehicular access along Van Nuys Boulevard that would cross the LRT alignment would be
limited to signalized crossings. All other streets or dnveways would become right turns into and
out of Van Nuys Boulevard.

Right-of-Way

Construction of the Project (MSF, stations, tracks, and TPSS) would require 100 property

acquisitions, which includes 68 full acquisitions, 30 partial acquisitions, one LACMTA-owned
property, and one vacant alley. Most of the acquisitions that would be required are commercial
or industrial properties though up to four acqusitions of single-fanuly residences could also be

required.



The LACMTA 1s the owner and operator of a mostly 100-foot-wide railroad right-of-way
through the Pacoima commumnity, City of San Fernando, and Sylmar commumnity that currently
has a single track down the center of the corridor, with some sidings, and a bike path. The track
1s operated by the Southern Califorma Regional Rail Authonity for Metrolink commuter rail
service and 1s also utilized by the Union Pacific Railroad. Within the Pacoima commumty of the
City of Los Angeles, the 100-foot width could accommodate two LRT tracks, one commuter and
freight rail track, and the existing bike path. To provide sufficient room for the LRT tracks, the
existing single rail track would be removed from the center of the comdor and replaced with a
single track along the corridor’s eastern edge to serve commuter and freight rail operations. The
right-of-way could accommodate a center platform LRT station near Paxton Street and Maclay
Avenue.

At the Pacoima Wash, north of SR-118, a pair of new bridges would be needed, one for the LRT
tracks, and the other for the commuter/freight rail frack. These bridges would lie alongside the
existing San Fernando Road Bridge and the newly constructed bike path bridge. The available
right-of-way within the City of San Fernando 1s relatively narrow. From Jesse/Wolfskill Street
to a point approximately 1,000 feet north of Maclay Avenue, the nght-of-way widths generally
range from 60 feet to 80 feet. As a consequence, property acquisitions would most likely be
required to construct the Project within this stretch of the project alipnment because of the
relatively constrained existing nnght-of-way. Acquisition of properties would also be required for
the placement of the TPSS umts at approximately ¥:-mile intervals along the alignment, as well
as at the San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard intersection.

Gated LRT Grade Crossings

For the portion of the Project alignment within the LACMTA-owned railroad right-of-way, the
grade crossings at Paxton Street, Wolfskill Street, Brand Boulevard, Maclay Avenue, and
Hubbard Avenue would be controlled by traditional vehicular crossing gates. The current single-
track crossings would become three.

There would be pedestrian gates for at-grade street crossings, in addition to the traditional
vehicular crossing gates that exist at Paxton Street, Wolfskill Street, Brand Boulevard, Maclay
Avenue, and Hubbard Avenue.

There would also be left-turn lane gates, where feasible, at signalized mtersections along Van
Nuys Boulevard where left turns are permutted across the LRT dedicated gmudeway. The gates
would be activated whenever a train approaches the intersection to enhance safety at these
locations.

Basis for Decision

The FTA weighed the ability of project alternatives to meet the purpose and need, the
environmental effects of the alternatives, and the comments from the public agencies. The FTA
has reviewed the public and agency comments on the DEIS/DEIR FEIS/FEIR, and the
transcripts of the hearings. Attachment B to this ROD includes a summary of comments recerved
on the FEIS/FEIR and responses to comments during the public circulation period.



Based on these factors, the FTA has deternuned that the Project meets the purpose and need of
the proposed action as outlined mn Chapter 1 of the FEIS/FEIR and as discussed below.

Improve mobility in the eastern San Fernando Valley by introducing an improved north-south
transit connection between key transit hubs/routes: The Project would provide a connection to
the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line at the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink station on the north
and the Metro G Line Van Nuys Station on the south. The Project would also include a station
along Van Nuys Boulevard at Saticoy Street immediately south of the Metrolink Van Nuys
Station along the Metrolink Ventura Line.

Provide new service and/or infrastructure that improves passenger mobility and enhances transit
accessibility/connectivity for residents within the project study area to local and regional
destinations and activity cenfers: The Project would construct a new LRT line that would
connect the communities along the corridor and provide access to government services at the
Van Nuys Civic Center) and other important community centers and facilities including The
Village at Sherman Oaks, Sherman Oaks Hospital, Panorama Mall, Whiteman Asrport, Van
Nuys Airport, Mission Community Hospital, Kaiser Permanente Hospital, Van Nuys Auto Row,
and several schools, youth centers, and recreational centers.

Increase transit service efficiency (speeds and passenger throughput) in the project study area:
The Project would construct a new LRT line along a cormidor that experiences substantial
congestion and low vehicle speeds. As congestion continues to increase, the reliability of bus
service in the corridor will worsen. The Project would provide mcreased transit capacity and
faster, more reliable service that would connect the communities along the corndor

Provide more reliable transit service within the eastern San Fernando Valley: The Project would
provide an LRT line with 14 stations along a 9.2-mile alignment located within a semu-exclusive
right-of-way in the median of Van Nuys Boulevard and within the LACMTA railroad nght-of-
way. Tramns would operate with 6-munute peak and 12-munute off-peak headways when it opens
and would operate with 5-munute peak and 10-mnute off-peak headways once ndership begins
to increase. The LRT line would replace existing Metro Rapid Line service along the cormdor
that 1s adversely affected by exusting traffic congestion resulting in longer travel time and slower
speeds.

Provide additional transit options in an area with a large transit dependent population,
including the disabled, and high transit ridership: The concentration of persons without private
transportation, and the number of adults below the poverty line within the corndor are expected
to remain higher than County averages. The Project would provide increased transit capacity
and faster, more reliable service to the large transit dependent population in the corridor.

Encourage modal shift to transit in the eastern San Fernando Valley, thereby improving air
quality: Standards for many of the critena pollutants momitored within the eastern San Fernando
Valley have been exceeded multiple times during each of the previous three years of collected
data (2009 — 2011). The traffic analysis indicates that travel speeds, vehicular delay and
congestion will worsen by 2040. This will result in increased gas consumption and vehicle
emissions 1n the project study area.



The increase mn delay at the study intersections 1s expected to increase vehicle emissions and fuel
consumption. The Project would increase transit ndership and reduce vehicle miles traveled in
the Project study area, which would have the benefit of reducing regional critenia pollutant and
greenhouse gas enussions.

Make transit service more environmentally beneficial through reductions in greenhouse gas
emissions in the Project study area: The Project would result in increased transit ndership and a
reduction i vehicle miles traveled that would have the beneficial effect of reducing greenhouse

£as emissions.
Public Involvement and Ouireach

Chapter 7 Public Agency and Outreach of the FEIS/FEIR describes the extensive outreach to the
public and federal, state, and local agencies that occurred during the alternatives analysis (AA),
preliminary design, and environmental planmng phases of the Project. A variety of notification
tools were used by LACMTA duning the Project phases including: direct mail and email
notification; press releases; newspaper display ads and online ads; meetings with cities,
chambers of commerce, councils of governments, and educational institutions; stakeholder
briefings; placement of posters at key locations along the corridor; placement of notices and
announcements on the project website; social media — Facebook and Twitter; online blogs; city
and chamber newspapers; city cable channels; door-to-door canvassing, and information booths
at various community events. Through the use of traditional and innovative outreach methods,
the outreach activities have yielded comments on the DEIS/DEIR and FEIS/FEIR from
approximately 1,080 members of the public, organizations, elected officials, and public agencies;
LACMTA has hosted and presented at more than 100 meetings, sharing project information with
more than 2,900 participants. LACMTA's outreach effort was gmded by the Metro Equuty
Platform Framework adopted by the LACMTA Board m February 2018, ensuring outreach
includes meamngful engagement with lustorically underserved communities.

On March 1, 2013, LACTMA distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to advise interested
agencies and the public that LACTMA intended to prepare an EIS/EIR for the Project. The
LACTMA distributed the NOP to approximately 116 agencies, elected officials, and interested
parties and orgamzations in the Project study area. During the 65-day public scopmg period,
LACMTA hosted six scoping meetings, including four public scoping meetings, an elected
officials briefing, and one agency scoping meeting. In addition to the official scoping meetings,
LACMTA also participated in various City and stakeholder events, as requested by the
respective groups, to enhance the outreach effort and increase awareness during the scoping
period.

During the 65-day scoping period, LACMTA accepted oral comments at the scoping meetings
and wrnitten comments via the project helpline, on meeting comment cards, via letters and emails,
social media comments via Facebook and Twitter, and electronic comments via the LACMTA
project website. A total of over 400 oral and/or written public comments were received from
agencies and the public, mecluding elected officials, residents, grassroots organizations, chambers
of commerce, developers, hospitals, agencies, educational mnstitutions, and businesses.



QOutside of the scoping period and duning preparation of the technical reports and DEIS/DEIR,
LACMTA hosted three additional commumty meetings and mine focus group meetmgs to elicit
feedback from the various business owners and employees along the Van Nuys Boulevard
corridor.

The Notice of Availability (NOA) for the DEIS/DEIR was published in the Federal Register on
September 1, 2017 (Federal Register, Vol. 82, No. 169) and was distributed to 116 agencies,
elected officials, and mterested parties and orgamizations. During the 60-day public review
period, five public hearings were held to receive written and oral comments on the DEIS/DEIR.
The LACMTA provided notice of the public hearings and availability of the DEIS/DEIR using a
variety of notification strategies including display advertisements in English and Spanish in local
newspapers; email notification; press releases to local and regional print, broadcast, and online
English and Spanish media outlets; and placement of notices imn LACMTA buses, on the project
website, in Los Angeles Council District offices, the City of San Fernando City Hall, and in local
schools, libraries, and churches.

Copies of the DEIS/DEIR were made available on the LACMTA project website and were
placed in local libraries and at City of San Fernando, City of Los Angeles, and LACMTA
offices.

During the 60-day public review period, approximately 840 letters, emails, and comment cards
were received containing approximately 1,320 comments. Approximately 60 mdividuals
provided verbal comments during public testimony at the five public hearings.

The FEIS/FEIR NOA was published in the Federal Register on October 2, 2020 (Federal
Register, Vol. 85, No. 192) and English and Spanish versions of the NOA were distributed to
approximately 115 agencies, elected officials, and interested parties and organizations in the
Project study area. The NOA was also published in four local newspapers including in Spanish
in the local Spamish language newspaper and an eblast announcing the availability of the
FEIS/FEIR and two public information meetings was sent to over 4,000 individuals included mn
LACMTA’s project stakeholder database. The NOA and electronic copies of the FEIS/FEIR
were also mailed to 17 public agencies that submutted comments on the DEIS/DEIR. and an
electronic version of the FEIS/FEIR was made available on LACTMA s project website.

The FEIS/FEIR was made available for public review from October 2, 2020 to November 2,
2020. However, the public comment period was extended to November 17, 2020 (an additional
15 days) 1n response to requests from elected officials and members of the public for additional
time to review the FEIS/FEIR. Emails and letters were received from approximately 180
mndividuals, orgamzations, and public agencies (one federal, two state, and six local), contamning
over 250 public comments on the document. A summary of the comments recerved, as well as
LACMTA'’s responses to the comments are provided within Attachment B.



Determination and Findings

Based on the current impacts of the recent social response to the COVID-19 virus and the
resulting decline in travel demand, 1t 1s impossible to predict any future changes to the
Determination and Findings of the Project that may result from a COVID-19 response of an
unpredictable nature and length. Should significant changes in the planning assumptions, project
schedule, project scope, or surrounding project environment result because of a prolonged
COVID-19 response, LACMTA will consider additional project evaluation and public mput
consistent with NEPA and CEQA.

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)

Within the project study area, there are 15 individual properties that were previously recorded as
historic properties/historical resources that are currently extant. Three of the 15 properties are
located within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). They are indicated with an asterisk (*) in
Table 4.16-1 in the FEIS/FEIR and described in additional detail in the text that follows the
table. Of the 15 previously recorded resources, two mdividual properties are listed in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the Califormia Register of Historical Resources
(CRHR) and local landmark programs; two individual properties are listed in the CRHR only; six
properties are listed on the CRHR and local landmark programs, and three are designated at the
local level as Los Angeles Historic Cultural Monuments (LA HCMs). Two properties were
1dentified as appearing to be eligible as part of a previous study, including the San Fernando
Road and the San Fernando Road Bridge over Pacoima Wash. Additionally, 15 individual
properties previously recorded through the City of Los Angeles’ SurveyLA citywide survey and
another 21 properties identified as a result of surveys conducted for the Project are also located
within the APE. The Project would have no adverse effect on any of the individual historic
properties within the APE.

Within the Project study area, there are two previously recorded historic districts. The
previously recorded historic districts include the Van Nuys Historic Preservation Overlay Zone
(HPOZ), which 1s locally designated by the City of Los Angeles, and the Panorama City Historic
Dustrict, which 1s recorded as eligible for listing in the NRHP and 1s listed in the CRHR.. Neither
district 1s located within the APE. The Project would not adversely affect these districts.

The Project would mnvolve shallow excavation during platform construction in the median,
station upgrades, and sidewalk wideming. Archaeological sites 19-001124 and 19-002681 are
both located in the footprint of the Project. Neither resource 1s considered eligible for the CRHR
or NRHP. However, the immediate resource areas are still considered sensitive for contaimning
previously undiscovered archaeological resources. Consequently, the SHPO concurred 1n an
October 19, 2020 letter to the FTA with a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Conditions. A
Cultural Resources Momitoring and Data Recovery Plan (CRMDRP) (see Attachment D) has
been prepared that identifies the construction momitoring, discovery, treatment, evaluation, and
data recovery procedures for the two archaeological sites. Additionally, implementation of
Mitigation Measures MM AR-2 and MM AR-3 listed in the MMRP (included as Attachment A),
would avoid or reduce potential impacts on these archaeological resources.



As part of ongoing consultation with the Fernandefio Tataviam Band of Mission Indians
(FTBMI), the CRMDRP was forwarded to Jairo Avila of FTBMI in August of 2020 and a phone
consultation was conducted with FTBMI, FTA, and LACTMA and its consultants on September
16, 2020 to review the CRMDRP. During the call and in a follow up 9/23/2020 email from FTA
to FTBMI, FTBMI’s questions regarding construction monitoring including the extent of
monitoring and number of monitors, the procedures for disposition of culfural artifacts
discovered during construction, and the role of the tribe as a consulting party through design and
construction phases of the Project were addressed.

On October 13, 2020 in response to public release of the FEIS/FEIR, Walter Dawvis of LACMTA
recerved a voicemail message from the Tnbal Chair, Robert Dorame, of the Gabrielino Tongva
Indians of Califormia Tribal Council and a follow-up email from Ms. Christina Conley (Cultural
Resources Administrator) expressing an interest in bemng updated and involved with cultural
resources compliance for the Project. On November 6, 2020, FTA sent letters on to Mr. Dorame
and Ms. Chnistina Conley detailing the cultural resources status and previous consultation
processes that had been conducted for the Project. The letter also requested that the tribe review
and provide comments on the CRMDRP within 30 days of receipt of the document.

Consultation with Native American Tribes will continue as the Project moves forward and as
planming for future archaeological momitoring 1s conducted.

Air Quality Conformity

The Project 1s an electrically powered mass transit system that would increase regional transit
ridership and decrease motor vehicle miles fraveled and vehicle hours traveled within and
outside the Project study area and, as a consequence, would result in reductions in regional
critenia pollutant enussions relative to the No-Buld Alternative.

The Project (LPA) has been incorporated into the Southern Califorma Association of
Governments (SCAG) 2019 Federal Transportation Improvement Program (FTIP) under project
ID LAOG1301. The 2016-2040 Regional Transportation Plan/ Sustamnable Communities
Strategy (RTP/SCS) was found by the Federal Highway Admimistration (FHWA) and FTA to be
in conformity with the State Implementation Plan (SIP) on June 1, 2016. The 2019 FTIP was
found to be in conformuty with the SIP on December 17, 2018.

The Project 1s not considered a Project of Air Quality Concern as defined m USEPA's
Transportation Conformity Gudance. That deternunation was made by members of SCAG’s
Transportation Conformity Working Group at 1ts meeting on October 22, 2019. Therefore, the
Project does not require quantitative dispersion modeling for particulate matter (PM) and project-
level (PM) conformity determination requirements are satisfied.

Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966 (49 USC § 303)
The Project would not result in a use of Section 4(f) protected parks, recreational areas, wildlife

refuges, or histonic properties. The Project would not require any permanent incorporation of
land from any of the public parks and recreational facilities considered Section 4(f) properties.



No construction staging and/or construction easement would be required from any of the
1dentified Section 4(f) properties. No proxinuty impacts would be experienced at any of the
Section 4(f) resources along the alipnment.

No portion of an historic property would be permanently incorporated into the Project.
Construction and operation of the Project would not result in adverse effects on the historic
properties or archaeological sites within the APE. and none of the elements of these resources
that contribute to their eligibility would be disturbed. Therefore, no Section 4(f) use of any
historic property would occur as a result of the Project

Endangered Species Act

The Project area 1s already disturbed due to urban development and infrastructure mcluding
sidewalks, buildings, roadways, parking areas, retail busmesses, etc. Consequently, no habitat
for special-status plant species exists and no special-status plant species are expected to occur
within the Project study area.

Three special-status bat species, pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western yellow bat (Lasiurus
xanthinus), and big free-tailed bat (Nyctinomops macrotis), were judged to have at least some
reasonable potential for occurrence within the biological resources project study area. The
existing bndges over the Pacoima Wash, Pacoima Diversion Canal, and East Canyon Creek; the
existing overpasses at I-5, State Route 118, and the Union Pacific Railroad (on Van Nuys
Boulevard); and the adjacent vegetation (in particular, palm trees and trees with cavities,
crevices, exfoliating bark, and bark fissures) may support roosting habitat for special-status bat
species though no bats or signs of bats (1.e., urine staiming and guano droppings) were visually
observed during field surveys conducted for EIS/EIR_

The Project would require removal of existing median 1slands, road widening in other areas, and
construction of new LRT stations, TPSS, and an MSF, which would be constructed west of Van
Nuys Boulevard and south of the Metrolink railroad right-of-way and Raymer Street.
Construction of these improvements would require removal of trees potentially affecting nesting
birds and/or tree roosting bats. Additionally, two bridge upgrades are proposed for this
alternative: one bridge at Van Nuys Boulevard where it crosses over the Pacoima Diversion
Canal, and one adjacent to San Fernando Road as 1t crosses over the Pacoima Wash. The
existing bndges could be used by nesting birds and/or bat species. Construction would also result
1n increases in noise, movement, and vibration at the bridges over the Pacoima Wash, the
Pacoima Diversion Canal, and East Canyon Creek and the existing overpasses at I 5, State Route
118, and the Union Pacific Railroad (on Van Nuys Boulevard). As a consequence, the Project
could adversely affect nesting birds or roosting bats if construction activities remove vegetation
where nesting birds are present or affect structures or vegetation used by special-status bat
species. Proposed Mitigation Measures BIO-1 and BIO-2 (see Attachment 1), would reduce
potential impacts to non-adverse under NEPA.



Sections 402, 404, and 408 of the Clean Water Act

The Project would comply with Title ITT and Tile IV of the Clean Water Act and the National
Pollution Discharge Elinination System (NPDES) standards during and following construction.
The Project would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that
includes the identification and implementation of applicable Best Management Practices (BMPs)
to control erosion and to ensure that construction matenals and/or pollutants are not discharged
into surface waters or into areas that would eventually drain into storm drains. The SWPPP also
includes a momitoring program to ascertain the effectiveness of the prescribed BMPs.

The construction and permanent BMPs mcluded as part of the Project would be developed and
implemented in compliance with RWQCB and LACMTA storm water standards and would be
developed in cooperation with the City of Los Angeles and the County of Los Angeles. Prior to
approval of grading permits, an appropniate drainage control plan, such as a Standard Urban
Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) would be mmplemented. The Project would not
substantially alter the existing dramage pattern and no stream or river would be altered.
Currently, stormwater drains to a major storm drains that cross the Van Nuys Boulevard and San
Fernando Road comidors. These storm drains discharge into the Pacoima Wash Channel and
Pacoima Wash Control Channel, which also cross the Project corndor. Under the Project,
stormwater would continue to drain into existing storm drain lines and according to SUSMP
requirements, the dramnage design would linut the design water surface elevations and velocities
to no greater than the existing conditions or to what can be handled by the existing conditions
within the project area. Therefore, drainage would remain the same as existing conditions and
no substantial erosion, siltation, or flooding would occur on- or offsite as a result of the Project.

The Project would require upgrades to two bridges that cross concrete-lined channels containing
trace amounts of vegetation, including portions of the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin, and the
Hansen Flood Control Basin. No mitigation measures are required as no construction would
occur within these channels and it’s not anticipated that temporary or permanent impacts would
occur that would require a Section 404 pernut and Section 401 Certification. However, the
Project may require Section 408 pernussion from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers due to
construction activities that could require alterations or impacts to the Sepulveda Flood Control
Basin, and the Hansen Flood Control Basm Corps facilities. These impacts or alterations are not
expected to be injurious to the public interest or impair the usefulness of the Corps facilities.

No mmpacts to Waters of the United States (WoUS) are expected to occur. However, if
construction activities do affect WoUS, permitting under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
may be required, most likely in the form of a Nationwide Pernut 14 1f project-related impacts on
WoUS are less than 0.5 acre. Effects on WoUS would also trigger the need for a Section 401
Certification, 1ssued by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Acquisition of these permits
would ensure comphiance with the Clean Water Act (Section 401 and 404).

If permanent impacts on WoUS streambeds are unavoidable, compensatory mitigation may be
required under section 401 and 404 of the CWA_ This 1s expected to be required at a mummum
1:1 ratio. Final compensatory mitigation will be deternuned during the aquatic pernutting
process.



In addition, temporary impacts would be required to be restored to pre-project conditions at the
location of these impacts. Impacts on WoUS would not be adverse under NEPA after
compliance with regulatory permut requirements and implementation of mutigation measure.

Executive Order 11988: Floodplain Management

A portion of the Project 1s located within a 100-year flood zone. However, the 100-year flood
zone areas within the Project study area are fully contaimned within County flood channels and
dramage facilities. No construction 1s proposed in these 100-year flood zones; therefore,
construction of the Project would not place structures that would impede or redirect flood flows
as mapped on any flood hazard delineation map.

There are no levees located within the Project study area, and therefore no flood impacts
associated with levee failure would occur that could affect construction activities, workers, or
equipment. The Project, however, would be located in a dam failure mundation zone area, as
1dentified i Section 4.13 of the FEIS/FEIR. Portions of the Sepulveda and Hansen Flood
Control Basins (and the associated dams) are located in the Project study area. Therefore, the
Project could be adversely affected if these dams fail However, project construction activities
would not increase the present risk of dam failure, which 1s considered low, and would not place
construction workers, equipment, or temporary structures in an area where there 1s a significant
risk and high probability of flooding.

Temporary dramnage facilities could be requured to redirect runoff from work areas. The
temporary dramnage facilities would be sized according to City standards to avoid any
exceedance of the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. Asa
consequence, overall drainage patterns would remain the same and construction activities are not
expected to have a substantial effect on flood capacities due to temporary changes in draimnage
patterns or faciliies. Therefore, the construction effects related to flooding and flood hazards
would be non-adverse under NEPA.

Executive Order 12898: Environmenital Justice

Within the Project study area, the population 1s comprised predominantly of Hispanic or Latino
persons at 66.8 percent, which 1s 203 percent hugher than the City of Los Angeles and two
percent higher than the County of Los Angeles, based on 2010 Census data. Approximately 17.7
percent of households i the Project study area were below the poverty level, which was 0.9
percent lower than the City of Los Angeles and 2.6 percent higher than the County of Los
Angeles (see Section 4.17 of the FEIS/FEIR for further details).

Adverse construction impacts (including traffic circulation, noise, and air quality impacts) would
occur throughout the Project area and would affect all communities within the project area, with
impacts on environmental justice communities not exceeding those on non-environmental justice
commumnities. Thus, the Project would not result in disproportionately high and adverse
construction effects on environmental justice communities.



To assess the types of potential displacements resulting from the Project, conceptual engineering
plans for the proposed alignment, station options, and rights-of-way were reviewed. The majority
of the Project alignment would be constructed in the median of an existing roadway and would
not require the displacement of businesses or residences along the majority of the project
corridor. As detailed in Section 4.2 - Real Estate and Acqusition of the FEIS/FEIR, some areas
of the Project, however, would require commercial or light industrial property acquisitions to
accommodate the LRT facilities. Most of the acquisitions that would be required to construct the
Project would occur as a result of the construction of the MSF.

The Project, including the stations, TPSS, and MSF would require the full or partial acquisition
of 100 parcels. The majority of the acquisitions would affect light manufacturing and
commercial properties, which contain businesses oriented toward automobile repair and supplies
or raw matenals supply and manufacturing. Project acquisitions, however, could mclude up to
four smgle-family residences. These businesses are located in a predomunantly low-income and
minority neighborhood and could be supported by owners, workers, or customers from low-
mncome or nunority block groups that could be affected by the economuc changes or job losses
associated with these displacements. Therefore, the displacement impacts of the Project would
be predomunantly borne by an environmental justice population.

Although the displacement impacts described above would be predominantly borne by
environmental justice populations, all communities within the project study area would be
affected and the impacts suffered by the environmental justice populations would not be
appreciably more severe or greater in magnitude than the adverse effects that would be suffered
by the non-environmental justice populations. Additionally, relocation assistance and
compensation in accordance with federal and state regulations would be provided for all
displaced businesses. With implementation of comphance and mitigation measures and given
that the Project would provide improved transit service and connectivity in an area with large
transit-dependent and environmental justice populations, the impacts on the environmental
justice populations would not be disproportionately high and adverse.

Relocation assistance and compensation for all displaced businesses and residences would be
provided, as required by the Uniform Act and the Califormia Act. All real property to be acquired
would be appraised to deternune its fair market value. Just compensation, which shall not be less
than the approved appraisal, would be made to each displaced property owner. Each busimess
and residence displaced by the Project would be given advance wntten notice and would be
informed of their eligibility for relocation assistance and payments under the Uniform Act.

The Project includes measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects, as set forth in the
FEIS/FEIR and Aftachment A of this ROD. FTA has concluded, in accordance with Executive
Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in Minonity Populations and
Low-income Populations, that EJ communities would not be subject to disproportionately high
and adverse human health or environmental effects as a result of the Project. Additionally, the
Project would also result in new transit opportumties that are anticipated to result in improved
connectivity and transit equuty. Mitigation measures would reduce or mimmiize the adverse
effects, where feasible.



MEASURES THAT MITIGATE ADVERSE EFFECTS

The Project incorporates all practical measures to numimize environmental harm. Those
measures, which are commitments imposed under this Record of Decision(ROD) for the Project,
are described in the East San Fernando Valley Transit Cornidor Project Final Environmental
Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR), and are included in the
Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan (MMRP) (Attachment A to thus ROD) to
ensure fulfillment of all environmental and related commitments. The MMRP brings together all
the relevant environmental compliance measures into one document to efficiently track all
avoidance, mimimization, and mitigation measures put forth in the FEIS/FEIR. The measures
listed 1n the MMRP in Attachment A are provided to gmde and facilitate Project design and
construction. Thus list will also facilitate the momitoring and implementation of the mitigation
measures. Any change in such commitments from the description i the FEIS/FEIR will require
a review in accordance with 23 CFR Parts 771.129-130 and mmst be approved by the Federal
Transit Admumstration.

January 29, 2021
Ray Tellis
Regional Admumistrator
Federal Transit Admimstration, Region I’

Attachments:

Attachment A: Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Attachment B: Summary of Comments on the FEIS/FEIR

Attachment C: Relevant Federal, State, and Local Agency Correspondence

Attachment D: Cultural Resources Momtoring and Data Recovery Plan



Exhibit H

Scoping Memo Information for Applications

A. Category (Check the category that is most appropriate)

|:| Adjudicatory - “Adjudicatory” proceedings are: (1) enforcement investigations into
possible violations of any provision of statutory law or order or rule of the Commission; and (2)
complaints against regulated entities, including those complaints that challenge the accuracy of a
bill, but excluding those complaints that challenge the reasonableness of rates or charges, past,
present, or future, such as formal rough crossing complaints (maximum |2-month process if

hearings are required).

Ratesetting - “Ratesetting” proceedings are proceedings in which the Commission sets
or investigates rates for a specifically named utility (or utilities) or establishes a mechanism that
in tum sets the rates for a specifically named utility (or utilities). “Ratesetting” proceedings
include complaints that challenge the reasonableness of rates or charges, past, present, or future.
Other proceedings may also be categorized as ratesetting when they do not clearly fit into one
category, such as railroad crossing applications (maximum 18-month process if hearings are

required).

[] Quasi-legislative - “Quasi-legislative” proceedings are proceedings that establish policy

or rules (including generic ratemaking policy or rules) affecting a class of regulated entities,
including those proceedings in which the Commission investigates rates or practices for an entire

regulated industry or class of entities within the industry.

B. Are hearings necessary? [ ves No

If yes, identify the material disputed factual issues on which hearings should be held, and
the general nature of the evidence to be introduced. Railroad crossing applications which are not

controversial usually do not require hearings.
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Are public witness hearings necessary?

DYBS No

Public witness hearings are set up for the purpose of getting input from the general public and
any entity that will not be a party to the proceeding. Such input usually involves presenting
written or oral statements to the presiding officer, not swom testimony. Public witness

statements are not subject to cross-examination.

C. Issues - List here the specific issues that need to be addressed in the proceeding.

None

D. Schedule (Even if you checked “No” in B above) Should the Commission decide to hold
hearings, indicate here the proposed schedule for completing the proceeding within 12
months (if categorized as adjudicatory) or 18 months (if categorized as ratesetting or quasi-

legislative).

The schedule should include proposed dates for the following events as needed:
30 days Protest Period — May 25. 2022, through June 25. 2022
4 months Proposed Decision —_September 25. 2022

6 months Final Decision — November 25, 2022

If an unexpected hearing becomes necessary:

6-months Prehearing conference — November 25, 2022

9-months Hearings — March 25, 2022
12-months Briefs due — May 25, 2023

13-months Submission — June 25. 2023

16-months Proposed decision (90 days after submission) — September 25. 2023

I 8-months Final decision (60 days after proposed decision) — November 25, 2023
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